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IF YOU are a Fruehauf owner, there’s 
at least one thing you needn't worry 
about these days. It’s your Trailers! 


When you made Fruehaufs your 
choice, you did so for a number of 
reasons — you believed they pulled 
easier, stood up better, were more at- 
tractive, lasted longer. 


And in these days of equipment 
shortages and increasing costs, you're 
going to collect many extra dividends 
on your investment in these important 
Fruehauf qualities. 


More than that, though, if you own 
Fruehaufs you needn't worry about 
your Trailers becoming “orphans.” 


You needn't worry, either, about the 
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treatment you'll continue to receive 
from the company behind them. 


And, above all, you needn't worry 
about keeping your Trailers on the 
road. There’s a nation-wide chain of 
Fruehauf service stations to relieve 
you of that responsibility. 


Yes, you are going to collect extra 
dividends on the choice you made. 
And we are going to have the deep 
satisfaction of knowing that the confi- 
dence you put in us and our product 
was not misplaced. 


* * * 


World’s Largest Builders of Truck-Trailers 


FRUEHAUF TRAILER COMPANY 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN 


Sales and Service in Principal Cities 


DIFFERENTIAL DUAL WHEELS will add at 
least 50% to the life of your tires! They will 
save gasoline, too—at least 10%. The new, 
improved Differential Dual Wheels can be 
installed on your Fruehauf Trailers at any 
Fruehauf service station while you wait. Start 
saving rubber today! 
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self-imposed preparedness 


e Santa Fe has been privileged to play 
a full part in the gigantic tasks of trans- 
portation born of our defense effort. 
Years of careful maintenance and 
steady improvement of power, rolling 
stock, roadbed and steel, has helped 


much to make that cor.:r;/bution more 


effective. 


Nothing has been or will be permitted 
to interfere with the utilization of any 
Santa Fe facility required to help win 
this war. Within the limits of that 
supreme obligation, however, no effort 
will be spared to maintain for American 
shippers that dependable and efficient 
freight service that is a Santa Fe tradition. 


For information on rates and services, consult your nearest 


Santa Fe representative, or write 


J. J. GROGAN 


General Freight Traffic Manager 
Railway Exchange e Chicago, Illinois 
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YOUR NEXT TIRE CERTIFICATE 
CAN BE WORTH 


i: Certificates; 


pinky Te anh etetes 


® Longer original-tread mileage...longer 
recap mileage...these proved General CD fea- 
tures are helping operators from coast to coast 
to make every tire certificate worth half again 


as much, in terms of the continued operation 
of their trucks. 


For nine years, operators everywhere have 
reported that the CD cuts costs per mile by 
delivering far more mileage than they had 
ever obtained before. Now the CD’s longer 
running is more valuable than ever. 





Your General Tire Dealer can show you 
exactly why the CD — redesigned in 1941 to 
give even longer service—has been known by 
leading operators as “the dean of all truck 
tires” since 1933. He can explain in detail what 
the exclusive CD construction—every ply a 
full bead-to-bead ply —does to make this 
famous tire the greatest mileage tire of them 
all. When you buy your next new tire let your 
General Dealer fit the right size CD to your 
truck. Then follow his maintenance sugges- 
tions and collect your bonus of extra mileage. 


THE GENERAL TIRE & RUBBER CO. - AKRON, OHIO 
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HAVE WORN TIRES RENEWED THE FACTORY-CONTROL WAY 







There is much more to tire renewing than just vulcan- 
izing new rubber on worn tires. With the Kraft System, 
your General Tire Dealer operates locally by the same 
scientific methods that are used in factories of the 
General Tire & Rubber Company. Only your General 
dealer has the Kraft System. He alone renews tires by 
the factory controls that guarantee uniform quality: 


® Factory-Approved 
Equipment 

@ Factory-Specified 

Methods 


® Factory-Trained 
Men 


® Factory-Laboratory 
Control 
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Hunning Extra’ f 


GULF 


The traditional white flags used by 
railways to mark “extra trains” are taken 
down by GM&O Trainman Joel Manuel 
and replaced with Old Glory to remind 
Rebel Route employes to “Run Extra” 
for Victory. 

And GM&O Shippers and Receivers 
have been “Running Extra,” too .. . for 


cars have been released over the entire 
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or Victory 





Rebel Route noticeably faster and much 
cleaner for reloading without undue 


delay. 


We of the GM&O will continue to 
“Run Extra” for Victory and we wish to 
take this opportunity to thank our 
patrons for the prompt manner in which 
they have let us have cars and to again 
remind you that DEMURRAGE DELAYS 
VICTORY. 


F MOBILE AND 


OHIO RAILROAD 
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rL.ac@O P. A. DO D. T.. and Rates 


The Commission has acted with dignity and good 

judgment in refusing to suspend, at the request 
of the Office of Price Administration, any of the in- 
creased freight rates it had authorized in Ex Parte 
148. In spite of its protestations that the increases 
would contribute to “inflation,” we believe that what 
the O. P. A. is really interested in is getting lower 
freight rates on government traffic. We confess that 
we share the general dumbness with respect to what 
constitutes or causes “inflation,” but we fail to under- 
stand how an increase in rates to meet, in part, an 
increase in wages is “inflation,” or why, if it thinks 
it is, the O. P. A. did not make that clear at the proper 
time when the increases were being argued before 
the Commission instead of waiting until they were 
granted, or why, if it is, the objection does not apply 
to all the increases instead of on just those in which 
the government is interested, or why, if it is, the ac- 
tion of the government itself in practically forcing the 
wage increases was not primarily responsible. It cer- 
tainly cannot be that what others do to increase prices 
is always wrong and what the government does to the 
same end is always right. 

We hope the railroad freight rate readjustment 


committee, especially now that it has the backing of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, will take the 
same attitude toward the request of the O. P. A. 
Ordinarily, the railroads might be expected to take 
their usual timid course of yielding to the “govern- 
ment,” but government in this case is also represented 
by the Commission, which, though it was not set up 
to meet a war or “defense” emergency, also has war 
powers and is an ancient and honorable body just as 
competent and as likely to consider the effect of what 
it does as are Leon Henderson and others of his ilk. 
We trust the railroads will also take the same atti- 
tude toward the plan of the Office of Defense Trans- 
portation, making a plea somewhat similar to that of 
the O. D. T. for withholding rate increases on com- 
modities on which the government is paying the 
freight. It does not talk about inflation, but its argu- 
ment seems to us equally foolish. That situation, by 
the way, is a little complicated, owing to the fact that 
Director Eastman, of the O. D. T., is also chairman 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission—on leave of 
absence, to be sure, but still holding his Commission 
position with power to vote in case of a tie. The situa- 
tion is also complicated in smaller degree by the fact 





OUR PLATFORM 
(THE LONG HAUL) 


A revised system of transportation regulation based on 
modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork amend- 
ment of the old law to make it apply to new transport 
agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. Take 
the government out of the ocean and inland waterway trans- 
portation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

An authoritative determination by competent and un- 
biased investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles 
are paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something by 
way of group operating economies to help themselves and co- 
operation by shippers in such economies. 


Coordination of rail and truck facilities and joint rates, 
where practicable and advantageous. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of men, 
not only of good character and general ability, but with some 
special training in and knowledge of the matters with which 
they have to deal. 

Simplification of Commission procedure. 


Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 


Revision of railroad working rules and agreements to 
prevent pay for work not done. 


A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic man, 
for every business concern doing any considerable amount of 
shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic men that they 
must equip themselves to give the sort of service that will 
justify employing them. 


(THE SHORT HAUL) 


Every effort by railroads not only to expand their car 
and motive power supply to meet the present emergency 
demands, but to make their present supply go as far as pos- 
sible. Cooperation by shippers in these efforts. 

A scientific and fair treatment of the transportation 
problem by the board created by Congress to make recom- 
mendations for legislation. 


745 


Kill the St. Lawrence waterway proposal. 

Move the Commission to Chicago. 

Repeal the land grant rate law. 

Abolish circuitous routing of freight. 

Curtail free passenger transportation. 

No Pullman reservations without cash for tickets, 
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that G. Lloyd Wilson, who was head of the O. P. A. 
transportation division, though he resigned last week 
and is now merely its “chief consultant’ — whatever 
that may mean—is also head of the O. D. T. rate divi- 
sion and presented its position to the railroad com- 
mittee. The muddle is typical of nearly everything 
with which the government has to do. 

If there is anything clear in this rate case it is 
that either the railroads are entitled to the increase 
or they are not, and that, if they are, there is no 
reason why the government should be exempt from 
paying it along with others. “Inflation” we regard as 
merely an excuse—and a poor one, if only because it 
would work one way, against the railroads in the mat- 
ter of rates, but not against the employes in the mat- 
ter of wages, and because, if it is valid at all, it should 
apply to all the increases instead of just to the ones 
the government is paying. 


A Little Debunking 


We are aware that criticisms of what is being 
® done and said by “government” and those active 
in the “war effort’ may be labeled “fifth column” 
activity, or, at least, lack of desire to help, but we yield 
to no one in the matter of our patriotic intent and wish 
to win the war, though we differ from many as to 
what may be necessary to win it. Among the things 
we do not think essential to victory is blind approval 
of everything that is done and complacent endorse- 
ment of everything that is said. We think there is a 
lot of “bunk” being uttered and that people, in order 
to make their efforts and purpose intelligent, ought to 
recognize it as such. The purpose, therefore, of this 
little editorial is to do a little “debunking” for the 
benefit of those who haven’t done much thinking along 
this line or who, indeed, may fear it approaches dis- 
loyalty to think in opposition to those directing war 
policies. Here are some examples: 

“Labor is entitled to great credit for its all-out ef- 
fort in national defense.”—Labor is entitled to no credit 
whatever. It works for good wages in defense indus- 
tries, where it is immune from the draft, for short 
hours, and is paid “overtime” for any extra effort. 

“The railroads and motor trucks are doing a 
grand, patriotic job in the national defense effort.’”— 
They are doing a good job, to be sure, but there is no 
question of patriotism or the contrary involved. The 
great increase in business they are getting out of the 
war is welcome and they would make the same effort 
they are making now to handle it if it resulted from 
some cause other than war. We do not question their 
patriotism, but their handling of an increase in traffic 
is not an indication of it. 

“The attack on us by Japan shows that the ‘isola- 
tionists’ were wrong when they said no such thing 
could happen.”’—The “isolationists’’ said no such 
thing. What they said was that probably no one would 
attack us “if we armed properly for defense,” and, if 
anyone did, he would then regret it. No one can say 
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that the “isolationists” were wrong, because their plan 
was never tried. In any case, they were no more 
wrong than was President Roosevelt when, only a few 
months ago, he was assuring us ‘“‘again and again’ that 
“our boys” would not be sent to fight on foreign shores, 
“It would have been impossible for President Roose- 
velt, even if he had wished to do so, to rouse the coun- 
try to the point where it would have been willing to 
contribute the necessary funds and effort to a mere 
defense program.”—How do you know? He never 
tried it. He probably could have frightened the coun- 
try into an adequate defense program, if he had set 
out to do so, as easily as he frightened it into a war 
program. When has he failed to “put over” any 
scheme he devised or to get the money for it? 

“Shippers and carriers are doing a grand job of co- 
operation in conserving the use of equipment.”—Many 
of them are, some of those who are cooperating are 
not doing their utmost, and some are doing nothing. 
Those who are should not object to orders requiring 
it. Those who are not should be compelled, both for 
the sake of the end in view and for the protection of 
those who are. The work of the “vigilance commit- 
tees” of the advisory boards, which has been described 
in our columns, shows both that there is not anything 
like a hundred per cent cooperation and that there is 
a necessity for compulsion. 

“Cooperation” is a mouth-filling word and its use 
gives a glow of satisfaction. But many of those who 
talk about it just “believe in it’? and do little about it. 
They are like church-goers who believe in religion 
and, as Calvin Coolidge described the preacher, are 
“against sin,’ who applaud the sermons of the 
preacher, put some money in the collection plate, and 
smugly think their attendance at divine service covers 
everything, but who have no specific rules of conduct 
consistent with their avowed beliefs. 


War Profits and Wages 


We are compelled to listen to and read many 

© thousands of words about profits and wages in 

their relation to the war production problem. To us, 

the matter seems simple, in principle, if all concerned 

are seeking a sound solution—which is the case with 
most problems. 

The war production program requires that every 
manufacturer who can do so be compelled to turn out 
the things that are needed. He should not, of course, 
be expected to do this at his own expense—and, as a 
practical fact, he would not do it even if he were ex- 
pected to any more than his employe would work with- 
out pay—but his profits should be strictly limited and 
every penny over that limit should be taken from him 
for Uncle Sam. On the other hand, the employe, whose 
hours are now limited to forty with “overtime” for 
anything more than that, should be compelled to work 
a reasonable time, whatever that may be in the indus- 
tries concerned, and he should not be paid on an “over- 


Mare 


time 
amo 
the | 


the 

time 
of pr 
som: 
at v 
a cr 
rive 
puls 
for | 


if 


* 
of p 
bein 
COul 
mer 
COO} 
tion 
Eas 
in h 
and 
thei 
for 
at | 
that 


traf 
shot 
gen 
real 
as 1 
owr 
per 
thei 
or | 
alw 
cha 
tari 
in s 
dou 
refc 
by . 
abo 
his 
for 
aro: 
gov 


oug 
are 
loa 
pri 
ing 


-LD 


pDlan 
10re 
few 
that 
res, 
Ose- 
un- 
> to 
nere 
ver 
un- 
set 
war 
any 


F co- 
[any 
are 
ling. 
ring 
for 
n of 
mit- 
ibed 
hing 
re is 


use 
who 
it it. 
gion 
are 
the 
and 
vers 
duct 


lany 
Ss in 
) US, 
red 
with 


very 

out 
Irse, 
as a 


vith- 
and 
him 
hose 
for 
vork 
dus- 
yver- 


March 21, 1942 


time” basis for any hours put in m excecs o1 the basic 
amount. He is entitled to a proper wage but not to 
the luxury of a forty-hour week with “overtime.” 

The policy of the New Deal has been to condemn 
the business man for wanting profit and at the same 
time see to it that the employe “gets his.” That kind 
of political or social game can, perhaps, be played with 
some degree of success in times of peace, but we are 
at war now and, whether or not the business man is 
a crook and the worker an angel, a plan must be ar- 
rived at that will work. Such a plan involves com- 
pulsion for both industry and labor, but also fairness 
for both and no favor for either. 


If the Railroads Were Smart 


If the railroads were smart—as they seldom are 
® when it comes to matters of public policy—instead 
of permitting themselves to be put in the position of 
being satisfied with and even advocating the present 
course of the Office of Defense Transportation in 
merely talking about the opportunities for ‘voluntary 
cooperation” in meeting the war transportation situa- 
tion, they would favor a policy on the part of Director 
Eastman that would, in bringing about war efficiency 
in handling traffic, also contribute to their own profit 
and convenience. Perhaps it would not be wise for 
them openly to advocate the issuing of such orders, 
for their motives might be questioned, but they could 
at least be quiet and let nature take its course, hoping 
that that course would tend to their advantage. 

Most of the practices that contribute to slowing 
traffic movement and waste of car equipment and that 
should be abolished or reformed in this time of emer- 
gency were not instituted because they were a part of 
real transportation service, but have grown with time 
as this railroad or that, yielding to pressure or on its 
own initiative, did something unusual to satisfy a ship- 
per or attract business. Its competitors followed, and 
then raised the ante—so we nave a lot of things, more 
or less permissable, perhaps, in normal times, though 
always wasteful of equipment, that now should be 
changed. The railroads can never be expected volun- 
tarily to change them. No one would take the lead and 
in such situations leadership is necessary. But they, 
doubtless, would be glad to be “ordered” to institute 
reforms. Note, for instance, the ingenuous reply made 
by J. J. Pelley, president of the A. A. R., to a question 
about restriction of the right of the shipper to route 
his freight. He made light of any present necessity 
for such a thing, but remarked that, if the necessity 
arose, the “railroads would be the first to want the 
government to make restrictions.” 

Among the practices from which the railroads 
ought to be glad to be relieved to greater or less extent 
are such things as low carloading minima, free time for 
loading and unloading, diversion and reconsignment 
privileges—and there are others. Restriction on rout- 
ing of freight might not be so welcome, but there could 
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be no great objection to it and, even if not so accept- 
able or even if disagreeable, it wouldn’t be bad as part 
of a trade. 

So far, neither the Director of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation nor anyone else has ordered any- 
thing that places a burden on the railroads. In fact, 
the director himself has done so little of this sort of 
thing that there is wonder why it was thought neces- 
sary to have such an office. If everything is to be left 
to cooperation, then it isn’t necessary that there should 
be a huge organization such as he is setting up merely 
to utter some sugared speeches about what a wonder- 
ful job everybody is doing. But we think there is a 
job for him—that he should issue some orders putting 
into full effect the things that are now being sug- 
gested and that are being done to some extent by the 
cooperation of those who are intelligent and willing. 

There are things also that the railroads should be 
ordered to do that would not set so well with them. 
One of them is the curtailment of free transportation, 
also being delicately suggested by Director Eastman 
and others. Perhaps it is the fear that some things 
they might not like would be ordered that keeps them 
in the mood to object to any orders, even such as would 
result in benefit to them. 

We might also say that, if shippers are smart, they 
will be willing to go along with such a program. If it 
isn’t made effective, the chances are that transporta- 
tion will fail and shippers will get something much 
worse than the things they say they are willing to 
accomplish anyhow—by cooperation. 

Perhaps objections from both sides could be mini- 
mized if the kind of program we are suggesting were 
made effective only for the duration of the war, ex- 
piring automatically with the coming of peace. After 
that, some of it might be retained or some or all of 
it might not, depending on how well it worked or on 
the influence of those who thought it had worked. 
But, at least, we would have had efficient handling of 
traffic in the war period and, we believe, have avoided 
the danger of total government operation. 

We are amused by some of the letters we get 
from shippers. They take the ground that we, not 
being “practical traffic men’”—though we could prob- 
ably do the jobs of some of these men, working just 
Saturday afternoons—don’t know what we are talking 
about and, as evidence of tnat, point out how what we 
suggest would disrupt certain practices and services 
valuable to them in their business. Of course it would. 
Many habits, and customs, and businesses, and lives 
are being disrupted. This is a war; the only question 
is whether the things suggested would contribute to its 
success from a transportation point of view—not 
whether someone would have to sacrifice something. 


Add reasons for abolishing free railroad trans- 
portation and for discounting pleas for increased pas- 
senger rates: The Pullman Company, in 1940, gave 
passes to 464,293 passengers. 
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Were freight rates based on value and 
had the Commission not completed 
its basic valuation work, it probably 
would be “batting” its eyes now on 
account of a decision made by the 
U. S. Supreme Court this week. It 
could use the prudent investment idea 
advocated before it by the late Louis 
D. Brandeis, once its attorney and 
later a member of the Supreme Court. 

In No. 265, Federal Power Commission and Illinois Com- 
merce Commission vs. Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America and Tacoma Natural Gas Company, and No. 268, a 
cross appeal by the parties in No. 265, the court, according to 
a concurring view expressed by justices Black, Douglas, and 
Murphy, said the Federal Power Commission, in administering 
the natural gas act of 1938, “is now freed from the compulsion 
of admitting evidence on reproduction cost or of giving weight 
to that element of ‘fair value’; the commission may now adopt, 
if it chooses, prudent investment as a rate base—the base long 
advocated by Mr. Justice Brandeis”; and “there could be no 
constitutional objection if the commission adhered to that for- 
mula and rejected all others.” 

But the valuation work of the Commission is at an end, 
except to keep its valuations current. There is believed to be 
no reason for its going over that ground again. It is notorious 
that rates are not based on value, but on the need of revenue 
to keep the railroads alive. Besides, nearly all investments 
made by them for extensions and betterments have been made 
with the Commission’s approval in thousands of finance cases, 
which implies that they were prudent investments. 


Prudent Investment 
Theory Now Good 
Valuation Law 





Americans who believe one 
of the puzzling characteris- 
tics of their government is 
orders to do and not to doa 
given thing at the same time, 
are inclined to the belief that 
railroad freight rates just 
now afford a fine illustra- 
tion. Grouped under the 
word “orders” are authorizations and suggestions or advices. 

This week increases in freight rates authorized by the 
Commission went into effect. The American people paid for 
the work that resulted in the authorization, Ex Parte No. 148. 

Just before those increases became operative, the Office 
of Price Administration, a government agency, asked the Com- 
mission, in effect, to undo its work to the extent of not per- 
mitting increases on cement, metals, lumber and lumber prod- 
ucts, petroleum and its products, rubber and crude sulphur to 
go into effect before April 15, (see Traffic World, March 14, 
p. 699). The American people also paid for that. 


Of course, the O. P. A. had a right to do that. So also had 
the Secretary of Agriculture the right to oppose increases on 
agricultural products. Under the interstate commerce act and 
the Commission’s practice, no one is excluded from a general 
rate increase case. The O. P. A. excuse for coming in after the 
decision was made was that, since the creation of the case, the 
price stabilization law had been enacted and price stabilization 
had become a factor that had to receive consideration. So it 
appeared before the committee the carriers, in accordance 
with their promise, had set up with a view to removing mal- 
adjustments arising from the method of making the increases. 

That organization took the stand indicated, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that it has no control, not even remote, over 
wages. They are the main factor in the cause of the proceeding. 
But its representatives held their face muscles in control when 
they wrote and spoke their representations. They showed no 
embarrassment. The fact that O. P. A. cannot control a large, 
if not the dominant, factor in all increases in the prices of 
services and commodities did not appear to bother them a bit. 

There is no reason why they should show annoyance. The 
anti-trust division of the Department of Justice is equally cal- 
lous. Inconsistency is practically synonymous with government. 
Government cracks the anti-trust whip every now and then, 
thereby, so far as transportation is concerned, causing double 


Simultaneous Government 
Advice About Railroad 
Freight Rates 
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expense. If there is any spot in the United States where still 
lives the New England sense of thrift in the matter of govern- 
mental expenditures, it is unknown. That sense was so strong 
over in Ohio, for illustration, that fifty years ago, if the legis- 
lature spent more than $5,500,000 a year for state purposes, 
there was a howl against the party in power. William McKin- 
ley, while governor, also for illustration, worked against the 
passage of a bill by the legislature authorizing Cincinnati to 
issue $6,000,000 of bonds for paving its streets, not because the 
pavements were not needed, but because the sum was so great 
that it seemed reasonable to suppose that a considerable part 
of it would find its way into the hands of the faction of the 
Republican party in power in that city, to be used for political 
purposes. And that was before the national government fell 
into the habit of spending money for and against the same 
thing at the same time. 

The anti-trust law is invoked in the field of transportation 
on account of carriers getting together on rates and opposing 
mergers of motor carriers—and that, notwithstanding the fact 
that, unless there is a getting together of carriers for common 
action, it would be hard to imagine how the Commission could 
carry out the mandate for an adequate transportation system. 





It is easy, it is being suggested in 
Washington now, for the people and 
their representatives in Washington 
to become over-heated about boon- 
doggling. Spending of a large sum, 
(the estimate runs from $230,000 to 
$600,000) for a central de luxe “ask 
me” bureau by Lowell Mellett at the 
suggestion of President Roosevelt, 
has made millions of Americans choleric. 

And universal howling over the Office of Civilian Defense 
having fifty one coordinators of various sports may have 
caused some deaths by heart attack. Mere trivia, it might be 
suggested, in comparison with the ball and chain put on the 
war effort by the cowardice of Congress. That drag is its re- 
fusal to deal with the false pretense 40-hour week and parity 
prices for farm products. Some add taxes to the list of things 
about which Congress has been and is craven. But those who 
make that addition need a memory jog. 

William Green, of the American Federation of Labor, says 
there is nothing in the 40-hour a week law to prevent a man’s 
working 48 hours. Nothing at all—nothing except the penalty 
of time and a half for overtime. And if an employer attempts 
to add that penalty to his prices, up jumps the Office of Price 
Administration to put a ceiling on him. He must make bricks 
without straw—or else. The farm bloc insists that the govern- 
ment shall not unload any of the hundreds of millions of sur- 
plus farm products it has been holding for years, at less than 
parity—which means at prices higher than prevail now. 

Those who list taxes in the indictment against Congress 
leave the inference that, if all incomes were taxed without 
exemptions, the rates would go down. 

Taxes, broadly speaking, never go down unless there is an 
unusual Secretary of the Treasury like Andrew Mellon. In the 
argument for a constitutional amendment permitting the im- 
position of an income tax without use of the cumbersome 
method imposed by the Constitution, it was urged that all 
taxes would go down. Few of those who make the present 
argument were old enough to pay income taxes from the be- 
ginning, which was in 1913. No taxes went down, at least for 
long, because income taxes came in. And there is no reason 
to believe that, if everybody were made to pay on every dollar 
of income, the Congress hereafter would be different. 

France, they say, folded up in this war because of politics. 
Politics may have had something to do with her crumbling, but 
military strategists, it is believed, will suggest that the French 
thought their Maginot line was the thing that would save 
them. They had not provided against its being flanked through 
the mountainous country between it and the little Maginot line 
of Belgium. So the argument that politics may cause this coun- 
try to suffer military defeat does not sound so good—unless 
there is some space between the American Maginot line, what- 
ever it may be, and a line of that sort built by Britain. 

But there is little disagreement about the soundness of 
the suggestion that failure of Congress to deal robustly with 
the 40-hour week and the farm price problem has had and 
will continue to have an enervating effect on the war effort. 
Manufacturers cannot turn out war goods in adequate quan- 
tities if they are not allowed to charge prices high enough to 
reimburse them for their costs. And they cannot get capital 
if they can not pay the hire of it out of the prices they must 
charge to cover the penalty in the 40-hour week and parity 
prices their workers must pay for the goods they obtain from 
farmers. And those prices will continue to rise unless the 
government is allowed to put on the market surplus stocks it 


Boondoggling the 
Smallest of 
Washington's Sins 
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pought up and had held for years—at a bookkeeping loss for 
most of the years of holding. 

With everybody grabbing for what he calls his share, 
there is fine opportunity for broken heads, even in a military 
sense. 





The Commission has not yet had to 
think of its melancholy duty of re- 
cording the names of officers or em- 
ployes killed while serving in the 
armed forces of their country. But 
one Commission man, Robert R. 
Booth, assistant to the director of 
the Bureau of Service, lost his son, 
Robert R. Booth, an ensign in the 
navy when the battleship Arizona was attacked at Pearl Har- 
bor. Commissioner Rogers and W. L. Fulton, the latter a 
Commission examiner, had sons, lieutenants on the cruiser 
Houston, when she disappeared after a fight with Japanese 
ships. There is a small chance, it is believed, that the Houston 
got away and that Lieuts. Leon W. Rogers and Robert B. 
Fulton may be no more than “missing,” as the navy re- 
ported to their fathers. 


Death's Bright 
Angel Wings Over 
the Commission 





Memory may be the only friend that grief 
can call its own, as Mr. Balfe said, but it 


Memory Is has no kindness for the reporter who de- 
‘ pends on it. For illustration, consider the 
No Friend declaration (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 


613) that, “years ago, Clifford Thorne, of 
Iowa, persuaded the Commission to limit to 
4% cents the anguish caused by a percentage 
increase on petroleum products.” 


It was the Railroad Administration, not the Commission, 
that limited the horrors of an increase of 25 per cent made 
by General Order No. 28. That substitution was made as a 
result of talks Thorne had with the late Edward Chambers 
and Paul P. Hastings, two of the most efficient servants the 
public ever had. They were officers in the Railroad Adminis- 
tration’s Division of Traffic. Incidentally, in passing, it may be 
suggested that the irritation the public received from the Rail- 
road Administration was not caused by such men as Chambers, 
Hastings, and other men of the traffic staff. It came from 
the sources that were trying to use the government’s operation 
of the railroads to further political interests. At least, that 
is the belief of many men who had their noses close to the 
railroad grindstone while the first world war lasted.—A. E. H. 


of Reporters 


Dunnage Allowance 


Revision of rule 30 on dunnage in the Consolidated Freight 
Classification to provide for allowance for dunnage used in 
closed cars under specified conditions has been directed by the 
chief traffic officers of the railroads. The revision is to be 
made effective at the earliest possible date a supplement can 
be published, under the instructions. 


Notice of the revision has been sent by J. J. Pelley, presi- 
dent, Association of American Railroads, to A. W. Vogtle. presi- 
dent. National Association of Shipners Advisory Boards, and 
Fk. F. Lacey, executive secretary, National Industrial Traffic 
League. 


The revised rule 30 is the result of a long campaign car- 
ried on by shinners for dunnage allowance on freight in closed 
cars. The entire rule has been rewritten as follows: 


Section 1. (a) Temporary blocking, flooring or lining, racks, 
standards, strips, stakes. or similar bracing, dunnage or supports (here- 
inafter referred to as dunnage) not constituting a part of car. when 
required to protect and make C. L. freight secure for shipment must 
be furnished and installed by shipper and at his expense. 

(b) Bulkheads, partitions, temporary doors or door protection, 
when required to protect or make C. L. freight secure for shipment, 
must be furnished and installed by shipper and at his expense. 

(c) No allowance will be made for weight of dunnage except as 
provided in Sections 2 or 3. nor in connection with shipments to be 
stopped en route for partial loading or unloading, nor in connection 
with part carloads in excess of full carload or carloads which are 
entitled under the provisions of Rule 24 to the carload rate. 

Transportation charges for dunnage, when made, shall be at rate 
applicable on freight which it accompanies. When two or more com- 
modities are loaded in or on one car and different rates apply, charge 
for dunnage, if any, shall be at rate applicable on lowest rated com- 
modity in or on car. 


Closed Cars 


Section 2. (a) An allowance of actual weight but not in excess 
of 250 pounds for dunnage used in closed cars will be made when cars 
we loaded 25% or more, but less than 50%, above the minimum C. L. 
welght. 


(b) An allowance of actual weight but not in excess of 500 pounds 
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for dunnage used in closed cars will be made when cars are loaded 
50% or more above the minimum C. L. weight. 

(c) No allowance will be made for dunnage used in connection with 
bulk freight in closed cars. 


Open Cars 
Section 3. An allowance of actual weight, but not in excess of 
500 pounds, will be made for dunnage used in or on flat or gondola 
cars when such materials are required for safe transportation in load- 
ing of C. L. freight, provided that in no case shall less than the estab- 
lished minimum C. L. weight be charged. 


Certification 


Section 4. No allowance for dunnage used in or on closed or open 
cars will be made unless shipper certifies on shipping order and bill 
of lading as to actual weight of dunnage as follows: 

“This is to certify that actual weight of dunnage used in this 
OE Tis ad sais etrned bncaieiebeconins pounds.’”’ 


U. 8S. Employe Travel Costs 


An attack on money spent by government officials and em- 
ployes on travel was made in the Senate March 17 by Senator 
McKellar, of Tennessee, who had obtained a statement from 
the Office of Government Reports showing that in the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1941, the actual obligations incurred for travel 
by the executive office, independent establishments, agencies, 
and departments, amounted to $147,986,385. That amount in- 
cluded the “per diem” allowances granted government em- 
ployes when traveling on government business. 

Senator McKellar complained that goverment employes 
were using up the space on trains, using cars and tires, getting 
a per diem, “while they are traveling de luxe all over the 
country.” 

Travel pay for the Civilian Conservation Corps amounted 
to $11,770,000. 

“No wonder those who legitimately use the railroads could 
not obtain berths,” said Senator McKellar. 

For the National Youth Administration the travel pay was 
$2,446,000, he said. 

Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce com- 
mittee, said a few years ago a senator stated in the Senate that 
the Office of Indian Affairs had more persons traveling upon 
and between Indian reservations than there were Indians on 
the reservations. 

“That is probably an exaggeration; but the truth is that 
one cannot get on a Pullman car today, from one end of the coun- 
try to the other, without seeing great numbers of federal 
employes who are traveling up and down the country,” said 
Senator Wheeler. “They travel in Pullman cars, airplanes 
and automobiles. Throughout the west and middle west we see 
great numbers of government-owned automobiles traveling 
over the country. If some of the automobiles which are used 
by the departments were eliminated and the tires were saved, 
there would probably not be a shortage of rubber in the United 
States, because so many of them are used.” 

Senator Wheeler said he hoped the appropriations com- 
mittee would cut to the bone appropriations for traveling ex- 
penses for the government departments and bureaus. Further- 
more, he said, some of the agencies could be eliminated entirely 
and the government and the people of the country would not 
miss them or know that the laws under which they functioned 
had ever been on the statute books. 

The report showed that the travel expenses of the Com- 
mission were $677,596. 


BROADER I. C. C. MOTOR POWERS 


Delay in completion of congressional action on S. 2208, 
the second war powers bill, was the result of insistence by the 
House, in its session March 16, on a House amendment to 
strike out provisions of a Senate amendment for payment of 
public liability compensation out of the federal treasury to 
volunteers in civilian defense, including air wardens, auxiliary 
policemen and auxiliary firemen. The bill, including provisions 
for extending the emergency powers of the Commission over 
motor carriers and water carriers, which provisions were ac- 
cepted by both the Senate and the House, was sent back to the 
Senate for further consideration. Representative Duncan, of 
Missouri, speaker pro tempore, said in the course of a parlia- 
mentary discussion that if the Senate did not agree with the 
House action in insisting on the House amendment, the matter 
would have to go to conference, and that the conferees might 
bring in a compromise report if they so desired. 

Congressional action on S. 2208, the second war powers 
bill, was completed March 19 with acceptance by the Senate 
of the House version. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 








TRAFFIC WORLD 





Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





8S. & 8S. W. Acquisition, Ete. 


The Springfield & Southwestern Railroad Co., incorporated 
on November 25, 1941, to operate a line of railroad, having an 
authorized capital stock of $100,000, consisting of 1,000 shares 
of the par value of $100 a share, each share being entitled to 
one vote, has been authorized by the Commission, division 4, 
in a report in Finance No. 13556, Springfield & Southwestern 
Railroad Co., Acquisition, Etc., embracing Finance No. 13591, 
Same, Securities, to acquire and operate a line of the Chicago, 
Springfield & St. Louis Railway Co., in Sangamon county, IIl., 
acquire trackage rights over certain tracks of the Baltimore & 
Ohio, and to issue securities. 

The line authorized to be acquired and operated is that 
portion of the C. S. & St. L., extending from the junction with 
the tracks of the B. & O near Cox Street, in Springfield, Ill., to 
a point south of Curran, IIl., approximately 7.78 miles of main 
line track and 5.67 miles of sidetrack. The trackage rights 
over the B. & O. authorized to be acquired extend from a 
point near Cox Street to the east line of Third Street, approx- 
imately 0.37 mile, in Springfield. The S. & S. W. is authorized 
to issue at par not exceeding $55,000 of unsecured non-nego- 
tiable promissory notes and $5,000 of common stock, consist- 
ing of 50 shares of the par value of $100 each, the notes to be 
delivered to the Schiavone-Bonomo Corporation in connection 
with the acquisition of the line of the C. S. & St. L., and the 
stock to be sold and the proceeds used for organization ex- 
penses and working capital. 

Pursuant to permission granted in Chicago, Springfield 
& St. Louis Railway Co., Receiver Abandonment, 236 I. C. C. 
765, the line of the C. S. & St. L., except about one-half 
mile of main line and certain sidetracks in Jerseyville, Il., 
and except the part proposed to be acquired by applicant, 
the report said, had been abandoned. The Springfield South- 
ern was authorized to acquire the line involved in Finance No. 
13042. But, the report said, that acquisition had not been ac- 
complished. It said the S. & S. W. requested cancellation of 
the certificate authorizing acquisition of the line by the Spring- 
field Southern to which the latter did not object. By an or- 
der in Finance No. 13042, Springfield Southern Railroad Co. 
Acquisition, the Commission, by division 4, has vacated the 
certificate issued to the Springfield Southern. 


Charter Limousine Service 


After determining that the interstate operations of the 
applicants in furnishing motor vehicles and drivers therefor 
who took directions “in a general way” from the customers, 
although possession and control of such vehicles remained in 
the applicants, constituted common carriage subject to the cer- 
tificate requirements of the act, the Commission, division 5, in 
a report on five applications for authority to conduct special 
or charter operations in transportation of passengers, reached 
the conclusion that the operations of the five applicant corpo- 
rations were conducted as a single business and that only one 
certificate could be granted. It said the issuance of the operat- 
ing authority which it granted, under the grandfather clause, 
would be withheld until it was advised which of the corpora- 
tions was to receive the authority. 


The report was issued in MC 37624, Tanner Motor Livery, 
Ltd., of Los Angeles, Calif.. Common Carrier Application, em- 
bracing MC 37625, Tanner Motor Tours, Ltd., of Los Angeles, 
Common Carrier Application; MC 37626, Tanner Motor Tours, 
Ltd., of Arizona, of Tucson, Ariz., Common Carrier Application; 
MC 69425, Gray Line Motor Tours Co., of Phoenix, Ariz., Com- 
mon Carrier Application, and MC 69426, Gray Line Motor 
Tours Co., of Los Angeles, Common Carrier Application. 

The Commission authorized continuance of operation, by 
the corporation to be designated by the applicants, as a com- 
mon carrier, over irregular routes, of passengers and baggage 
between specified points in California, Arizona, New Mexico, 
Nevada, Oregon and Washington. 

“It appears,” said the report, “that the charter limousine 
service, with drivers, is essentially the same kind of service as 
that provided when a bus is chartered, the only material dif- 
ference being that the limousine provides for transportation of 


only a few passengers, whereas the bus has a carrying capacity 
of a larger number.” 


™ As to the common ownership of the applicants, the report 
said: 


Since prior to the statutory date, the general manager and the 
officers and directors of each of the respective corporations have been 
the same persons. . . Apparently, each corporation owns certain 
motor vehicles in its own name, but such equipment is interchanged 
between the respective applicants according to the need therefor. Upon 
the facts of record, we are of the opinion that the interstate operations 
of the five respective corporations are conducted as a single business 
and that, following Bigley Bros., Inc., Contract Carrier Application, 
4M. C. C. 711, Lincoln Tunnel Applications, 12 M. C. C. 184, 197, and 
Boro Busses Co., Common Carrier Application, 18 M. C. C. 52, only one 
certificate or permit therefor should be granted. . . . Although appli- 
cants deal with individual parties under oral or written contracts, they 
hold themselves out to serve the general public. Under such circum- 
siances, applicants were, on June 1, 1935, and continuously since 
have been, common carriers by motor vehicle. 


PENNSYLVANIA-READING BUS RIGHTS 


Examination of provisions of an agreement between the 
applicant and Public Service Interstate Transportation Co. 
led the Commission, division 5, in a report in MC 14647, 
Pennsylvania-Reading Motor Lines, Inc., Camden, N. J., Com- 
mon Carrier Application, to conclude that the applicant, rail- 
road-owned, was not a motor carrier and had not been in bona 
fide operation as such a carrier on the grandfather date and 
since. 

Accordingly, the Commission. denied the application, which 
sought common carrier authority for transportation of pas- 
sengers and their baggage between Philadelphia, Pa., and At- 
lantic City, N. J., over a specified route. 

The report showed that the applicant’s stock was owned 
by the Pennsylvania-Reading Seashore Lines, and that under 
the agreement in question, dated May 5, 1934, Public Service 
took over bus operations of applicant between Atlantic City and 
Philadelphia and agreed, among other things, to pay a com- 
mission to the applicant, while applicant agreed not to operate 
or provide bus service between the termini, to permit Public 
Service to use applicant’s station facilities and waiting rooms 
and to provide the agents and employes. 

“Viewing the agreement in its entirety,” said the report, 
“we are led to the conclusion that it represents a situation 
where an existing carrier with an established operation and 
well-located terminals decides to retire from the competitive 
carrier field and to grant the use of its terminal services to a 
competitor in exchange for the provision by the latter of 
service between those terminals by virtue of which applicant 
receives a commission on all tickets sold; other provisions of 
the agreement removed each from the competitive field of the 
other. It is therefore clear that applicant is neither a motor 
carrier with respect to this operation, nor is there any re- 
versionary interest in any certificate vested in it. As it is acting 
as agent for Public Service in the sale of tickets, it is not, 
insofar as the record indicates, a broker as defined in section 
203(a) (18), with respect thereto.” 


CONTINUED WATER SERVICES 


Finding the applicants to have been in bona fide water 
operations on January 1, 1940, and continuously since, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, in W-379, Bay Cities Transportation Co., 
Common Carrier Application, W-668, Richmond Navigation & 
Improvement Co., Common Carrier Application, and W-593, 
Walling Transportation Co., Contract Carrier Application, has 
issued certificates to the first two mentioned and amended per- 
mit to the latter mentioned company authorizing continuance 
of operations as water carriers, effective from and after 
April 14. 

The Commission certified that public convenience and neces- 
sity required continuance of operation by the Bay Cities Trans- 
portation Co. as a common carrier by non-self-propelled ves- 
sels with use of separate towing vessels in the transportation 
of commodities generally between specified points in Calif., and 
petroleum and petroleum products (including non-bulk ship- 
ments) from points in Calif., to points in Calif., and by the 
Richmond Navigation & Improvement Co. as a common car- 
rier by non-self-propelled vessels with use of separate towing 
vessels in the transportation of commodities generally between 
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the ports of San Francisco and Richmond, Calif., by way of San 
Francisco Bay. In W-593, the Commission authorized con- 
tinuance of operations as a contract carrier by self-propelled 
vessels of metal pigs, bars, strips, wire, scrap, and residue be- 
tween Phillipsdale, R. I., on the one hand, and Bridgeport, 
Conn., and ports and points within the area defined in Ex Parte 
140, Determination of the Limits of New York Harbor and 
Harbors Contiguous Thereto, on the other, by way of Long 
Island Sound, Block Island Sound, Narragansett Bay, Provi- 
dence River, and Seekonk River. A permit previously issued 
to the company, on February 2, which was to become effective 
March 12 has been vacated. 


PACIFIC COAST BUS SERVICE 


With Commissioner Lee, in a dissenting expression, de- 
claring that the decision by the majority permitted continuance 
of a monopoly in bus operations between San Francisco, Calif., 
and Portland, Ore., and between Portland and Seattle, Wash., 
the Commission, division 5, has denied authority to West Coast 
Bus Lines, Ltd., of San Francisco, for operation as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle of passengers and their baggage be- 
tween Phoenix, Ariz., and Seattle, Wash., via Los Angeles, San 
Francisco and Portland, over a specified route. The report was 
issued in MC 89037, West Coast Bus Lines, Ltd., Common Car- 
rier Application. 

The majority said it was “not much impressed with the 
testimony of dissatisfied patrons of the existing services who 
complained of the equipment used, even the most modern,” and 
added that, “making necessary allowance for human frailties 
and mechanical limitations, we think that there are no real 
deficiencies in the present services.” 

Commissioner Lee said that the transportation of passen- 
gers by motor vehicle for compensation over California, Ore- 
gon and Washington highways between San Francisco and 
Seattle was now prohibited except in motor busses controlled 
by Pacific Greyhound Lines between San Francisco and Port- 
land and by North Coast Transportation Co. between Portland 
and Seattle. He said there was no question as to applicant’s 
fitness, willingness and ability to perform the service proposed 
and to conform to the provisions of the act, or as to the high 
character of the service which applicant would render. He 
said “the undisputed facts” recited by him established, among 
other things, that a public demand for applicant’s service 
existed. 


TEMPORARY WATER AUTHORITY 


The Commission, by division 4, by order in W-460, St. 
Johns River Line Co., ‘Temporary Authority Application, has 
amended its order of January 27, 1942, granting that company 
temporary authority to operate, so as to authorize operation 
as a common carrier by self-propelled vessels and by non-self- 
propelled vessels with use of separate towing vessels, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, for 180 days from January 27, in 
the transportation of commodities generally between Jackson- 
ville, Fla., and Charleston, S. C., serving the ports of Fernan- 
dina, Fla., St. Marys, Savannah, and Port Wentworth, Ga., by 
way of the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway. The Commission 
found that that there was an immediate and urgent need for 
the additional service and that there was no other carrier 
service capable of meeting such need. 


WATER CERTIFICATE DENIED 


In a report in W-666, F. C. Strickroot, Common Carrier 
Application, the Commission, by division 4, has denied an ap- 
plication of Strickroot, dba Cadillac Cartage Co., Marine Divi- 
sion, for a certificate under section 309 (a) of the interstate 
commerce act authorizing continuation of operation as a com- 
mon carrier by water of commodities generally, except bulk 
commodities, between Cleveland, O., and Detroit, Mich. It 
found that applicant had not -been shown to have been or to 
be a common carrier by water or a contract carrier by water 
between those points. That finding, however, is without prej- 
udice to any rights which applicant may have as a wharfinger 
by reason of the operation of its dock at Detroit. The general 
question of the rights of such operations under part III of 
the act is pending before the Commission in Ex Parte No. 144, 
Status of Wharfingers. 


“GRANDFATHER” WATER RIGHTS 


By reason of having been engaged in seasonal operation 
prior to January 1, 1940, the “grandfather” date, and con- 
tinuously since, the Commission, by division 4, in W-271, Bridge- 
port and Port Jefferson Steamboat Co., Common Carrier Ap- 
plication, has issued a certificate authorizing continuance of 
operation by applicant as a common carrier by self-propelled 
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vessels in the season from April to November, inclusive, in the 
transportation of passengers between the ports of Bridgeport, 
Conn., and Port Jefferson, N. Y. According to the report, 
applicant has been operating between the ports mentioned in 
the carriage of passengers and property since 1885, although 
beginning in 1938 the service has been seasonal. The service is 
performed by a self-propelled vessel of 700 horsepower, having 
a cargo capacity of 100 tons and accommodations for 385 pas- 
sengers. Under section 303 (g) (2) of part III of the act, the 
Commission said, the transportation of property by vessels of 
not more than 100 tons carrying capacity was not subject to 
part III of the act. It dismissed that part of the application. 


WwW. C. F. & N. REORGANIZATION MANAGER 


In a report in Finance No. 13612, Waterloo, Cedar Falls 
& Northern Railway Co. Receivership, the Commission, by divi- 
sion 4, has authorized Russell Van Horn, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
pursuant to section 77 (p) of the bankruptcy act, as reorgan- 
ization manager for the W. C. F. & N., to use the first mort- 
gage sinking-fund bonds now on deposit with the Kane pro- 
tective committee, to solicit the deposit of, and authority to 
use, bonds not now on deposit with that committee in accord- 
ance with the terms of a form of power of attorney, and to act 
pursuant to the provisions and terms of, and in consummation 
of, a plan of reorganization. 


Little Truckers Defeat Big Ones 


Observing that the motor carrier act makes no distinction 
between large and small common carrier truck operators, the 
Commission, on reconsideration, has reversed a decision by 
division 3, the findings in which, it said, would effectively bar 
the respondents, small operators, from participating in joint- 
line traffic. That action was taken in I. and S. M-1479, Freight, 
All Kinds, Between Lincoln, Omaha and Nebraska Points, em- 
bracing also I. and S. M-1470, Freight, All Kinds, between 
Lincoln and Exeter, Neb. 

In the prior report, 31 M. C. C. 247, the division found that 
the proposals of the respondents to establish new interstate 
proportional any-quantity rates on freight, all kinds, except 
that of unusual value, between points in Nebraska, had not 
been shown to be just and reasonable. The schedules were 
ordered to be canceled and the proceeding discontinued. 


The respondent in I. and S. M-1479 is George Foltz, owner 
of five vehicles. The respondent in I. and S. M-1470 is Leo 
Spitz, the owner of one vehicle operated by himself. The Com- 
mission called them small operators. Spitz operates between 
Lincoln and Exeter, Neb. Foltz operates principally between 
Lincoln and Omaha. Both are intrastate operators under au- 
thority from the Nebraska commission. Foltz published Ne- 
braska—prescribed fourth class rates, on an any-quantity 
basis, applicable on all freight no matter under what classifica- 
tion each commodity might move as a single shipment, to apply, 
in effect on interstate traffic moving between points in Nebraska. 
That meant that commodities rated much higher than fourth 
class could be shipped on the all-freight fourth class rates. 


On protest of the Western Trunk Line Motor Common 
Carriers Bureau in each of the proceedings and by the Western 
Trunk Line Committee on behalf of the interested rail lines 
interested in M-1470, the schedules were suspended. In revers- 
ing division 3, the Commission said that the rates proposed 
would yield revenue about equal to that which would accrue 
to them, as divisions, if they were members of the protesting 
bureaus and participants in their joint rates. But, as indicated 
by the report, they were not members of the bureaus and 
therefore not parties to the joint rates out of which they might 
have obtained divisions of revenue about equal to what they 
would derive from the rates they proposed, which would be in 
the nature of proportionals, applicable on traffic from beyond. 

In its decision division 3, according to this report, concluded 
that the only justification of substance shown was that the 
proposed rates would be reasonably compensatory which it said, 
standing alone, was not sufficient to justify them; that the rates 
would have a tendency to disrupt the Nebraska rate adjust- 
ment. But the Commission, in this report, said the proposed 
rates should not be condemned merely because they were any- 
quantity at which less-truckloads could be transported. 


The division also said the proposed rates simply represented 
the desires and hopes of two comparatively small intrastate 
operators to obtain a small amount of interstate traffic. 


“When individual motor carrier rates are proved to be rea- 
sonably compensatory, as in these proceedings,” says the re- 
versing report, “only the most compelling reasons, such as the 
preservation of an existing motor carrier rate structure, should 
compel us to condemn them. It has not been shown that the 








752 


proposed rates would imperil the rate structure of protesting 
motor carriers. The absence or presence of a general 
demand by either or both (shippers or motor carriers) is not 
one of the criteria by which the justness and reasonableness of 
transportation rates should be determined. 

“Part II of the act does not distinguish between large and 
small operators. It does not permit us to condemn motor car- 
rier rates because they ‘simply represent the desires and hopes’ 
of small operators to obtain a small amount of traffic. A large 
part of the traffic of the country moving by truck is transported 
by small operators who should be encouraged to augment their 
traffic by the establishment of reasonably compensatory rates 
rather than discouraged from doing so.” 

The Commission said that in the rate territories through- 
out the country tariff bureaus, composed generally of the larger 
carriers, had published agency tariffs. Unless small carriers 
joined the associations which published these agency tariffs, 
they had little hope of participating in joint-line traffic, said 
the report. The fees charged by the bureaus, it added, even 
though reasonable, might be prohibitive to the small carrier 
in view of the small benefits which might be derived from 
association membership. The instant proceedings, the report 
said, represented the efforts of two small carriers to participate 
in joint-line traffic without joining the association and partici- 
pating in tariffs from which they would be effectively barred 
by the now reversed decision of division 3. 


With Commissioners Miller, Alldredge and Johnson dissent- 
ing, the Commission found the proposed rates would be just 
and reasonable, referring to them as reasonably compensatory 
proportional rates. It said it saw no reason why they should 
not be permitted to become effective. 


Commission Reports 
Old Whiskey Barrels 


No. 28560, Marshall Canning Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
By the Commission. Report written by Commissioner Aitchi- 
son. Dismissed. Rate of 32 cents charged, old wooden whiskey 
barrels, shipped between Sept. 9, 1937, and Jan. 24, 1938, 
Peoria, Ill., to Marshailtown, Ia., applicable, except on one 
shipment (on which a rate of 31 cents was applied) which was 
undercharged. Complainant contended that the applicable rate 
was 21 cents. 


Fir Piling 
No. 28644, W. J. Foyer vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. By the 
Commission. Report written by Commissioner Alldredge. Dis- 
missed. Rate of 95 cents, minimum 33,000 pounds for each car 


used, charged, fir piling, in multiple carloads, points in Oregon 
to Hartford, Conn., applicable and not unreasonable. 


Paper 


I. and S. M-1641, M. Haskell, minimum charges between 
Massachusetts and Connecticut. By division 2. Initial mini- 
mum motor contract carrier rate of 15 cents, which became 
effective Dec. 30, 1941, paper, minimum 10,000 pounds, between 
Pepperell and East Pepperell, Mass., and Versailles, Conn., un- 
reasonable, and schedules containing the rate ordered canceled 
on or before April 20 without prejudice to the establishment 
of the same minimum rate subject to a minimum of 20,000 
pounds. Proceeding discontinued. 


Dried Beans 


I. and S. No. 5018, dried beans, Michigan to Central Terri- 
tory. By division 3. Report written by Commissioner Patter- 
son. Proposed reduced rates, averaging about 20 per cent of 
first class, subject to minima of 60,000 and 70,000 pounds, dried 
beans, points in the lower peninsula of Michigan to points in 
Central Freight Association territory, just and reasonable. 
Order of suspension vacated as of March 27 and proceeding 
discontinued. 

Logs 


No. 23120, Penn Veneer Co. et al. vs. Western Maryland 
et al., embracing No. 24370, D. L. Jennings vs. Pennsylvania, 
and No. 26091, Penn Veneer Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. Supple- 
mental. By the Commission. On reconsideration, findings in 
prior reports, 176 I. C. C. 499, 192 I. C. C. 101, 201 I. C. C. 768, 
that rates on logs, carloads, from various points in Virginia, 
West Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and Pennsylvania, to Menlo 
Park, N. J., and York, Pa., were unreasonable to the extent 
they exceeded 65 per cent of corresponding rates on lumber, 
modified to extent necessary to permit defendants to establish 
in lieu thereof rates made 18 per cent of first class rates, 
minimum 36,000 pounds, not subject to Rule 24 of the classi- 
fication. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Commission Motor Reports 


(An asterisk before the docket number means that the report 
will not be printed in full in the permanent series of motor carrier 
reports of the Commission. Mimeographed copies of such reports in 
full may be obtained by prompt application to the Commission.) 


MC 18719, Sub. No. 1, A. Colletti, Los Angeles, Calif., com- 
mon carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted as 
to (a) general commodities, With exceptions, over a specified 
route between Los Angeles, Calif., including points in Los An- 
geles commercial zone, and Seattle, Wash., including specified 
intermediate points, with service restricted to traffic moving 
between Washington and Oregon points, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in California, and (b) fruits and vegetables, 
poultry, fish, and dairy products, in shipments of not less than 
5,000 pounds each from any one consignor, from specified 
points in Wash. and Ore. to Oakland, San Francisco, Santa 
Barbara and San Diego, Calif., and points in Los Angeles Har- 
bor commercial zone, over irregular routes. The Commission 
said rail protestants contended that applicant had built his 
service on an illegal operation since he had failed to establish 
any rights through his predecessors, under the grandfather 
clauses. Applicant, the report observed, paid a valuable con- 
sideration tor a supposed grandfather right and had pur- 
portedly conducted his operations pursuant to an application 
seasonably filed under the grandfather clause. The Commis- 
sion added that in the absence of a showing of a lack of good 
faith on applicant’s part, it was of the view that operations so 
conducted had been carried on under color of grandfather right 
and without intent to exceed the scope of operations allegedly 
conducted by his predecessors. 


*MC 265, Sub. No. 3, Quaker City Bus Co., Camden, N. J., 
common carrier extension embracing MC 58915, Sub. No. 4, 
Lincoln Transit Co., Inc., Clifton, N. J., common carrier ex- 
tension. By division 5. Certificate granted to each applicant 
as to passengers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers from 
and to Fort Dix, N. J., over regular routes connected with ap- 
plicants’ routes now authorized. 


*MC 205, Sub. No. 1, Forrest Worm and Fred Worm, Ord, 
Neb., contract carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. Pe- 
troleum products in bulk from refining and distributing points 
in Kan. to Ainsworth and Johnstown, Neb., over irregular 
routes. The report said there was no question as to the finan- 
cial distress of the protesting rail carriers, operating in the 
considered territory their need for all additional petroleum 
traffic obtainable, and the interest of the general public in the 
maintenance of adequate and efficient rail transportation be- 
tween the points involved, as well as at other points on their 
lines. 


*MC 2059, Hersey Service, Inc., Ashland, Mass., common 
carrier application. By division 5. On reconsideration, find- 
ings in prior report, 23 M. C. C. 801, modified so as to authorize 
continuance of operation as common carrier of baby and doll 
carriages, infants’ walkers, and children’s vehicles and parts 
theretor, between points in Suffolk, Worcester and Middlesex 
counties, Mass., on the one hand, and points in specified area 
in Conn., N. Y. and N. J., on the other. The report said ap- 
plicant had filed a petition for reconsideration to determine 
whether the authority granted in the prior report for transpor- 
tation of new furniture included authority to transport the 
commodities herein authorized. Past shipments transported 
by applicant had included all these articles, the report said. 


*MC 3575, Sub. No. 3, Bernd Trux, Inc., Chicago, IIl., com- 
mon carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted. 
Dairy products, eggs, and dressed poultry from Lykens, Volga 
and Star Prairie, Wis., over specified routes to their junction 
with applicant’s routes now authorized. 


*MC 13150, White Line Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., Des 
Moines, !a., common carrier application. By division 5. Cer- 
tificate granted for continuance of operation as to (a) alco- 
holic liquors from Peoria and Pekin, Ill., to Des Moines; (b) 
mail order catalogs from Des Moines and Davenport, Ia., to 
points in Iowa; (c) household goods (1) from points in Ia. to 
Des Moines and (2) between points in Ia., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Minn., Neb., Mo., Ill. and Wis.; 
(d) heavy machinery and commodities requiring special han- 
dling because of size or weight (1) between points in Ia., and 
(2) between points in Ia., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Minn., Neb., Mo., Ill. and Wis., and (e) general com- 
modities, with exceptions, (1) from Des Moines to points in 
Ia. within 100 miles thereof, and (2) between Des Moines and 
points within 10 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

*MC 44055, Sub. No. 10, Bos Truck Lines, Inc., Marshall- 
town, la., common carrier extension. By division 5. Certifi- 
cate granted. General commodities, with exceptions, in truck- 
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joad lots between Des Moines, Ia., and U. S. ordnance plant 
near Ankeny, Ia., over a specified route. 

*MC 53805, Sub. No. 4, Canfield Tow Bar & Driveaway 
co. Detroit, Mich., common carrier extension. By division 5. 
Denied. New, used and unfinished automobiles, trucks and 
chassis by the driveway method, in secondary or subsequent 
movements, between New York, N. Y., and Wilson, N. C. The 
report said the evidence failed to establish any inadequacy in 
existing service. 

*“MC 69802, Fagan Transportation, Inc., New Britain, 
Conn., common carrier application. By division 5. On recon- 
sideration, findings in prior report, decided Oct. 8, 1941, 
amended, so as to authorize applicant to serve Portland, Man- 
chester, East Berlin, Bloomfield and Glastonbury, Conn., and 
Westfield, Mass., as off-route points in connection with regular 
route common carrier authority granted in the prior report. 

*MC 101022, Sub. No. 2, Roy Baldwin Willett and John 
Eldridge Willett, Roanoke, Va., contract carrier extension. By 
division 5. Permit granted as to petroleum products in bulk, 
in tank trucks, from Cabin Creek, W. Va., to Middletown, Va., 
over specified route, serving designated intermediate and off- 
route points. 

MC 11146, E. P. McNeil, Chicago, III., common carrier ap- 
plication, embracing MC 11147, Same, contract carrier appli- 
cation. By division 5. Permit granted, in MC 11147, for 
continuance of operation as to steel, limited to service in 
which he leases trucks with drivers to shippers for transporta- 
tion of such shippers’ property from Chicago, Ill., to Milwaukee, 
Madison and Racine, Wis., over irregular routes in Ill. and 
over regular routes in Wis. Certificate granted, in MC 11146, 
for continuance of operation as to general commodities, with 
exceptions, between points within switching limits of Chicago, 
over irregular routes. The Commission found that applicant’s 
service aS a contract carrier and as a common carrier would 
inno manner be competitive, one with the other, and that the 
holding of dual authority would be consistent with the public 
interest and the national transportation policy. 

*MC 42487, Sub. No. 13, Consolidated Freightways, Inc., 
Portland, Ore., common carrier extension. By division 5. Cer- 
tificate granted. General commodities, with exceptions, -(1) 
between Payette, Ia., and junction Idaho Highway 52 and 
U.S. Highway 30 (Gottschalk’s Corner, Ida.), and (2) between 
Winnemucca, Nev., on the one hand, and Nampa and Caldwell, 
Ida, on the other, over specified routes. The report said one 
of the proposed alternate routes would reduce by 171 miles 
the route between San Francisco, Calif., and Boise, Ida., and 
by 229 miles the route between San Francisco and Caldwell. 
It said it was clear the proposed alternate routes would con- 
ribute to expedition, safety and efficiency of operation and so 
result in benefit to the public. 

*\MIC 102005, Russell Kuntzman, Alliance, O., contract car- 
rier application. By division 5. Permit granted. Fertilizer 
from points in Lexington township, Stark county, O., excluding 
Alliance, to points in specified parts of W. Va. and Pa., and 
brick, hollow building tile, and clay conduit from specified 
points in Stark and Columbiana counties, O., to points in 
specified parts of Md., Pa. and W. Va., over irregular routes. 

*MC 31865, Sub. 1, Mrs. J. T. Collins, Lumberton, N. C., 
extension—lumber. By division 5. Certificate granted. Lum- 
ber, Lumberton to points in S. C., Va., W. Va., Md., and D. C. 

*MC 73299, Sub. 1, Frank B. Lawrence, Fayetteville, Tenn., 
extension—Fayetteville, Tenn.-Charlotte, N. C. By division 5. 
On reconsideration, findings in prior report amended so as to 
authorize operation as a contract carirer of empty milk and 
cream containers between Fayetteville and Charlotte. 


MC 101049, C. W. Van Horn and C. E. Van Horn, Middle- 
town, O., common carrier application. By division 5. Denied. 
Applicants’ proposed operation as a common carrier of prop- 
erty in the performance of collection and delivery service for 
rail and motor carriers in Middletown and points within 2 
miles thereof, found exempt under section 202(c) (2) .of the act. 

MC 5399, Liberty Freight Forwarding & Warehousing Co., 
Inc., New York, N. Y., common carrier application, embracing 
MC 5466, Liberty Return Loads Association, Inc., common car- 
ter application. By division 5. Operations of the two appli- 
cant corporation found to be conducted as separate operations 
and certificate granted each. Continued operation in MC 5399, 
household goods, between points in the New York, N. Y., com- 
mercial zone, on the one hand, and points in Conn., Del., Md., 
Mass., Me., N. H., N. J., O., Pa., R. I., Va., and D. C., on the 
other; and continued operation in MC 5466, household goods, 
etween points in the New York, N. Y., commercial zone, on 
the one hand, and points in Conn., Del., Ill., Ind., Me., Md., 
Mass., N. J., N. H., O., Pa., R. I., Va., and D. C., on the other. 

*MC 26, Sub. 2, Mono Basin Transport, Inc., Gardnerville, 
Nev., common carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate 
granted, as to (1) potatoes and onions from specified points 





753 


in Nevada, and (2) wool from specified points in California 
and Nevada, to Stockton, Calif., all over irregular routes. 

*MC 3003, Sub. No. 1, Warren C. Marshall, Upper Darby, 
Pa., common carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. Benzol 
and liquid petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks, from 
Baltimore and Sparrow’s Point, Md., to specified points in Va. 
and W. Va., over irregular routes. 

*MC 47840, Richard J. Hinsch, Jr., dba R. J. Hinsch, Jr., 
Trucking Co., contract carrier application. By division 5. Per- 
mit granted for continuance of operation as to specified com- 
modities from Bayonne, N. J., and New York, N. Y., to Boston, 
Mass., and Washington, D. C., over regular routes, serving 
specified intermediate and off-route points for delivery only, 
with return transportation for compensation limited to dam- 
aged, rejected or unsalable shipments of the commodities speci- 
fied, and empty drums. Authority granted, also, for operation 
by applicant as a contract carrier to and from Worcester, Mass., 
and intermediate point on his route between New Haven, Conn., 
and Boston. 

MC 61240, Lewis Ness Carting Co., Inc., Rochester, N. Y., 
common carrier application, embracing MC 94909, Same, com- 
mon carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted 
for continuance of operation as to general commodities, with 
exceptions, within Rochester, N. Y., over irregular routes. 
Permit granted for continuance of operation as to fresh meats 
and packing house products from Rochester to points within 
50 miles thereof, over irregular routes. The Commission said 
that since only a single “grandfather” operation was involved 
in the two applications, it would consider the entire operation 
under MC 61420, which was timely filed, and would deny the 
application in MC 94909, which was not filed within the pre- 
scribed time. The report said that by excepting fresh meats 
and packing house products from the certificate the operations 
would not be competitive one with the other and that the dual 
operations would thus be consistent with the public interest. 

*MC 73003, Sub. No. 2, Albert C. Chaffee, Whitehall, N. Y., 
common carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted. 
Malt beverages from Rochester and Troy, N. Y., to Rutland, 
Vt., empty malt beverage containers from Rutland to Roches- 
ter and Troy, and fresh fruits and vegetables from Rochester 
and points in N. Y. within 50 miles thereof to Rutland and 
Burlington, Vt., over irregular routes. 

*MC 86910, Sub. No. 1, Erwin H. Meilander, Berea, O., 
contract carrier extension. By division 5. Denied. Specified 
commodities between points in O., Ind., Ill., Del., Ark., Ia., 
Mich., Md., Mo., N. J., N. Y., Pa., Va., W. Va. and Ky., over 
irregular routes. 

*MC 90511, Sub. No. 1, George E. Constable, Thorold, On- 
tario, Canada, common carrier extension. By division 5. De- 
nied. Newsprint from U. S.-Canada boundary at Niagara Falls, 
N. Y., to Buffalo, N. Y., scrap paper from Lockport and Buf- 
falo, N. Y., and iron cores, wooden cores and paper cores from 
Akron, Buffalo, and Tonawanda, N. Y., to the international 
boundary, over irregular routes. 

*MC 93136, M. C. Smith, South Sioux City, Neb., common 
carrier application. By division 5. Certificate granted, as to 
(1) general commodities, with exceptions, between Sioux City, 
Ia., and Bancroft, Neb., over regular routes, serving all inter- 
mediate points and the off-route points of Thurston, Homer 
and Rosalie, Neb., and (2) specified commodities between Sioux 
City, on the one hand, and Randolph, Neb., and points in Neb. 
within 45 miles of Sioux City, on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

*MC 95983, Jesse T. Dyson, contract carrier application, 
embracing MC 95983, Sub. No. 1, Same, contract carrier ex- 
tension. By division 5. On reconsideration, findings in prior 
report, insofar as they authorize operation as contract carrier 
of lumber from Richmond, Va., and points within 60 miles 
thereof, except Glen Allen, Va., to points in D. C., Md., Del. 
and N. J. and in specified part of Pa., over irregular routes, 
modified so as to authorize transportation of lumber from Glen 
Allen also to points in the same territory as authorized in 
the prior report. 

*MC 96358, R. E. Marable, Fort Stockton, Tex., common 
carrier application, embracing MC 96356, Joe Maples, Fort 
Stockton, common carrier application; MC 96359, E. A. Mayes, 
Fort Stockton, common carrier application, and MC 100609, 
Sub. No. 1, James Slaten, Fort Stockton, common carrier appli- 
cation. By division 5. Certificate granted to each applicant 
as to (1) live stock between points in specified Texas counties, 
on the one hand, and a specified area in N. M., on the other, 
and (2) live stock, live stock feed, wool and mohair between 
points in specified Texas counties, over irregular routes. 

MC 2130, Herrin Motor Lines, Inc., Shreveport, La., com- 
mon carrier application, embracing Sub. No. 1, Same, contract 
carrier extension. By division 5. Certificate granted in MC 
2130 for continuance of operation as to general commodities, 
except household goods, over 12 specified routes in Louisiana, 
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including intermediate points, and from points on such speci- 
fied routes, with designated exceptions, to specified off-route 
points in Louisiana, over irregular routes. Permit denied in 
Sub. No. 1; general commodities between Shreveport and Lake 
Charles, La., and between DeRidder and Lake Charles, over 
specified routes. In denying authority for operation over the 
latter two routes as either a common carrier or a contract 
carrier, the Commission said it was evident that the vehicles 
of applicant, while being used by the Kansas City Southern 
Transport Co., Inc., were operated under the direction and con- 
trol of the latter, under terms of an agreement which became 
effective August 4, 1935. 

*MC 1673, Earl H. Daniel, New York, N. Y., common Car- 
rier application, embracing MC 1674, Same, contract carrier 
application. By division 5. Certificate or permit denied under 
the grandfather clauses. General commodities between points 
in N. ¥.. N. J., O.,. Del, Ma., Pa., Va., W. Va. R. ©, Conn. 
Mass., N, H. and D. C. 

*MC 15945, Sub. 2, Will C. Bringwald, Vincennes, 
extension—Saint Marys. By 


Ind., 
division 5. Certificate denied. 
Scrap and waste paper, Vincennes, Terre Haute, and 
Indianapolis, Ind., to Saint Marys, O.; corrugated paper 
products, Terre Haute and Vincennes to Dayton, O.; and 
roll paper (jute line), Saint Marys to Terre Haute and Vin- 
cennes. 

*MC 69062, Redman Van & Storage Co., common carrier 
application, embracing Sub. 1, Same, extension—Colo. and Wyo. 
By division 5. Certificate granted to Overland Moving Co., of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, as successor in interest to Redman Van 
& Storage Co., as to continued operations, household goods 
between points in Utah, on the one hand, and points in Calif., 
Ida., Mont., and Nev., on the other, and general commodities, 
with exceptions, between points in Salt Lake county, Utah, in 
MC 69062, and as to household goods between points in Utah, 
on the one hand, and points in Colo., and Wyo., on the other, 
in MC 69062, Sub. 1. 

MC 100518, R. C. McCarty, Kansas City, Mo., contract car- 
rier application. By division 5. Permit granted. Specified 
commodities from and to specified points in Mo., Ind., O., Pa., 
Md., N. Y., N. J., Mass., Va., Kan., and Okla. According to 
the report, applicant’s operations were instituted in 1937 with- 
out authority from the Commission. But, said the report, it 
was clear that there had been no intent on applicant’s part 
to violate the provisions of sections 206 and 209 of the act since 
the operations were conducted under the impression that they 
came within the exemption provided by section 203 (b) (6). 
Although applicant on one occasion was shown to have mis- 
billed a shipment of merchandise, it added, “these violations of 
the provisions of the act, standing alone, do not necessarily bar 
the grant of authority to supply a- needed service.” 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 


I. & S. M-1676, groceries, etc., Twin Cities to North Dakota points, 
March 9; I. & S. M-1656, petroleum products, Phillipsburg, Kan., to 
Colorado points, March 9; I. & S. M-1532, G. M. Bradsher, between St. 
Louis and Arkansas points, March 9; MC M-170, Howe-Hill Truck Lines, 
common carrier rates, March 9; MC 102982, H. W. Andes, contract car- 
rier application, March 9; MC 102067, Henry Solomon, dba S. & S. 
Trucking Co., common carrier application, March 9; MC 102023, Edward 
Lasher, common carrier application, March 9; MC 101353, J. C. Leonardi 
Cartage Contractors, Inc., common carrier application, March 9; MC 
93104 Sub. No. 1, Cornelius Winters, dba Winters Trucking Co., com- 
mon carrier application, March 9; MC 89706 Sub. No. 3, R. F. 
Eichenberger, extension, government property, March 9; MC 86931 
Sub. No. 1, Ward E. Lanning, extension, West Virginia and Illinois, 
March 9; MC 79669 Sub. No. 1, George W. Sanders, dba Sanders 
Transfer, extension, Oneida, Ohio, March 9; MC 72729 Sub. No. 1 
John L. Digh, dba Woolsey Transfer, extension California, March 9; 
MC 69226 Sub. No. 1, Roemer Brothers Trucking Co., Inc., extension, 
coke, March 9; MC 62874, T. M. McLaughlin, dba Mack Bros., common 
carrier application, March 9; MC 52843 Sub. No. 2, Wm. H. Perkins and 
Curtis Jones, dba M. & D. Motor Freight Lines, extension, Consoli- 
dated Aircraft Plant, Ft. Worth, Tex., March 9; MC 52667 Sub. No. 1, 
Herman Cohen and Sol Cohen, dba East Side Trucking Co., extension, 
New Jersey counties, March 5; MC 34090 Sub. No. 1, Ted Worthington 
and Hugh Wilcox, dba Service Trucking Co., extension of operations, 
March 9; MC 20110 Sub. No. 2, Messinger Trucking & Warehouse 
Corporation, extension, New Jersey points, March 9; MC 18267 Sub. 
No. 4, Austen Franklin Akin, dba Akin Truck Line, extension of opera- 
tions, Camp Polk, March 9; MC 1288 Sub. No. 2, Loraine Transfer Co., 
Inc., Arkansas, Mississippi and Texas extension, March 9; MC 838, 
Major Transfer Co., Inc., common carrier application, March 9; I. & S. 
M-1806, coal, Luzerne, Pa., to Syracuse, N. Y., March 10; MC 668 
Sub. No. 23, Inter-City Transportation Co., Esplanade extension, 
March 11; MC 29778 Sub. No. 24, Yellow Cab Transit Co., dba Yellow 
Transit Co., extension, Neosho, Mo., March 9; MC 29988 Sub. No. 4, 
Denver-Chicago Trucking Co., extension, change of route, March 6; 
MC 35820 Sub. No. 3, Rolland H. Kinney, dba Mohawk Freight 
Lines, extension, Wichita, March 9; MC 38320 Sub. No. 1, McKinley- 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


Nance Transfer Co., Inc., extension, Bloomfield, March 9; MC 787g 
Sub. No. 73, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension, California, March 
9; MC 78786 Sub. No. 75, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension. 
Keswick Dam, March 9; MC 103069, Alfred J. Johnson, contract ¢ay. 
rier application, March 9; MC 103211, Robert J. Cameron, contract 
carrier application, March 9; MC 103227, Fred Gunderson, common 
carrier application, March 9; MC 103029 Sub. No. 1, Bernard Lee 
Shorts, dba Bernard L. Shorts, contract carrier application, March 9: 
MC 103143, S. N. Solmonson, contract carrier application, March 9: 
MC 103147, Carl Peterson, contract carrier application, March 9; yc 
103150, Harry Bunker, contract carrier application, March 9; MC 299) 
Sub. No. 3, Samuel H. Brown, dba Samuel H. Brown Trucking (Co, 
territorial extension, iron and steel articles, March 12; MC 1187 Sub, 
No. 2, Cushman Motor Delivery Co., extension, Wyandotte, Michigan, 
March 10; MC 1508 Sub. No. 2, Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Ince., 
extension, Fredericksburg, Virginia, March 10; MC 1977 Cub. No. 1. 
Bennie Goldstein, dba Goldstein Refrigerator Line, common carrier 
application, March 11; MC 3479 Sub. No. 1, W. F. Biehl, common 
earrier application, March 10; MC 29991 Sub. No. 4, Arthur N, 
Barlow, dba Barlow’s Service, common carrier application, March 
11; MC 33323 Sub. No. 7, R. W. Goodman, Dora Goodman and Edwin 
Goodman, dba Sun Transportation Co., extension, Pasco, March i: 
MC 35320 Sub. No. 9, Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Inc., extension, alter- 
nate route between Denver, Colo., and Dumas, Tex., March 11; MC 
43657 Sub. No. 1, DeTar Distributing Co., Inc., extension of opera- 
tions, March 10; MC 44128 Sub. No. 9, Transport Corporation of Vir- 
ginia, extension, Bellwood, Virginia, March 11; MC 57616 Sub. No. 1, 
T. G. Walker, common carrier application, March 10; MC 58923 Sub, 
No. 5, Georgia Highway Express, Inc., extension, Coltewah, March 11; 
MC 59077 Sub. No. 7, Inland Motor Freight, extension, Hermiston, 
Westland, March 10; MC 59238 Sub. No. 11, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., 
extension, Bowling Green to Fredericksburg, Virginia, March 10; MC 
59814 Sub. No. 23, W. A. Johnson, dba Johnson Motor Lines, extension, 
Camp Barkley, Tex., March 7; MC 60306 Sub. No. 9, Frank A. Nelson 
and Jake D. Nelson, dba Pacific Inland Transport Co., extension, 
Pasco, March 10; MC 61741 Sub. No. 3, Great Lakes Greyhound Lines, 
Inc. (formerly Eastern Michigan Motorbuses), extension, Clare-Lud- 
ington, March 11; MC 66562 Sub. No. 373, Railway Express Agency, 
Inc., extension, Harrodsburg, March 10; MC 67257, Sub. No. 1, Alvin 
F. Truman, extension, petroleum products, binder twine, and emigrant 
movables, March 10; MC 70330 Sub. No. 3, J. T. Miller, dba Miller 
Truck Line, extension of operations, March 10; MC 72806 Sub. No. 1, 
H. O. Howbert, dba Findlay Fremont Bus Line, extension, Toledo, Ohio, 
March 11; MC 78786 Sub. No. 79, Pacific Motor Trucking Co., exten- 
sion, Air Corps Replacement Center, March 12; MC 86754 Sub. No. 2, 
Empire Fuel and Transfer Co., extension, lumber, March 9; MC 88671 
Sub. No. i, Phil Vogelmeier, Jr., extension, petroleum products, March 
10; MC 96321, Charles Mitchell, common carrier application, March 11; 
MC 100204 Sub. No. 3, A. H. Putts, extension of operations, March 11; 
MC 102257, Vern C. Sears, contract carrier application, March 11; MC 
102278 Sub. No. 1, Lorena T. Messin, extension, Illinois, Kentucky 
and Ohio, March 11; MC 102494, George Parish, Jr., dba Parish Coal 
and Feed Co., contract carrier application, March 10; MC 102803, J. W. 
Brown and W. C. Williams, dba Brown and Williams Transfer Co., 
common carrier application, March 11; MC 103006, E. Pauline Penny- 
packer, contract carrier application, March 10; MC 103019, F. A. Gor- 
man, common carrier application, March 10: MC 103025, Wallace Ellis, 
contract carrier application, March 10; MC 103044, H. H. Stevenson, 
dba Trucking Contractor, common carrier application, March 10; MC 
103090, J. T. Boren, common carrier application, March 11; MC 41984 
Sub. No. 5, Blanton Trucking Co., Inc., extension, paper and paper 
products, March 10; MC 34415 Sub. No. 1, Lancaster Storage Van Co., 
extension, household goods, March 12; MC 60881 Sub. No. 2, Kirk Trans- 
portation Co., extension, Ford Willow Run Plant, March 12; MC 66562 
Sub. No. 377, Railway Express Agency, Inc., extension, Yates City-Can- 
ton, March 13; MC 67686 Sub. No. 4, North Georgia Transportation Co., 
Inc., extension, Jasper to Tennga, Ga., March 13; MC 78786 Sub. No. 76, 
Pacific Motor Trucking Co., extension, LeMoore Airport, March 13; 
MC 79143 Sub. No. 1, William P. Tacy, extension, milk, March 12; 
MC 86833 Sub. No. 5, O. M. Shadwick, dba O. M. Shadwick Transport, 
extension of operations, March 12; MC 102298, Timofey Koroleff, dba 
Koroleff Express & Van, common carrier application, March 12; MC 
102510, Alabama & Florida Transportation Co., common carrier applica- 
tion, March 12; MC 103072, Gust Westvik, contract carrier application, 
March 12; MC 103120, Lyndon A, Kendall, contract carrier application, 
March 12; MC 103128, Mix Logging Co., common carrier application, 
March 12; MC 103215, Owen Mann, dba Owen Mann Construction Co., 
contract carrier application, March 12; MC 103255, Willard Norton, 
common carrier application, March 12; MC 103256, Chris Beck and 
L. E. Lindquist, dba Beck and Lindquist, contract carrier application, 
March 13; MC 1963 Sub. No. 2, Garst Truck Line, Inc., extension, New- 
port-Seviervflle, March 14, 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: MC 45107, Belmar Moving & Storage Co. 
broker application. 


_ MC 66657, Sub. No. 3, Joe Duffey, dba Joe Duffey Truck- 
ing Co., extension, Monroe-Detroit area. 

I & S. M-1827, stop-off rule between central and souther® 
territories; I. & S. M-1869, stopping in transit between central 
and southern territories. 

MC 50404, Sub. No. 3, T. B. Longshore, extension, Salem- 


Youngstown, O.; MC 96194, J. Imhoff & Sons, common carrie? 
application. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 


Railroad, Water, and Motor Transport 





Boston Tow Boat Co. Rights 


Examiner George Esch has recommended, in a proposed 
report, that the Commission, in determining the status of tow- 
boat operations, find exempt from regulation by it the towing 
performed for another transportation agency and find towing 
performed for private shippers or charterers subject to such 
regulation. The proposed report, recommending a permit and 
exemption of certain operations, was served in W-412, Boston 
Tow Boat Co., of Boston, Mass. Application for Exemption— 
—— 303 (e), Application as a Contract Carrier—Section 
309 (f). 

The applicant, said the examiner, sought a permit to op- 
erate as a contract carrier of property by water in performing 
towage to and from ports or points between the port of Calais, 
Me., and points in New York Harbor. He concluded that the 
applicant’s operations connected with the docking, undocking 
and shifting of steamers, schooners and barges within the 
limits of Boston harbor, not under a common control, manage- 
ment or arrangement for continuous through movements to 
or from points outside the harbor area, were exempted under 
provisions of section 303 (g) of the act. Under terms of the 
Commission’s order in Ex Parte No. 147, Towage of Floating 
Objects, he said, applicant’s operations in towing of dredges, 
pile drivers, derricks, caissons, scows, drill boats, pontoons, 
float stages and other equipment used in dredging channels or 
building bridges at points along the Atlantic seaboard from 
Maine to New York harbor were exempted from the require- 
ments of part III of the act. 

A question as to the status of the applicant arose, however, 
according to the examiner, with respect to its operations in 
towing of schooners, barges or other vessels, loaded with vari- 
ous specified commodities, or unloaded, from or to points on the 
Atlantic coast between Calais, Me., and Sandy Hook, N. J. 
These operations, he said, were subject to the wishes of the 
owner of the barge or of the cargo which was to be towed. 
Because of various factors entering into the cost of towing, 
such as weather conditions, the size of the vessel to be towed, 
etc, no fixed published charges could be made for the towing 
service, the examiner noted. 

Applicant contended it should be exempted from all provi- 
sions of part III because in its opinion part III did not con- 
template regulation of towing as distinguished from freighting 
and moving of property by water, said Examiner Esch. The 
applicant argued that it handled no cargo, issued no bills of 
lading, and was exclusively a tower for hire. 

The examiner cited the views expressed by counsel for 
official territory rail carriers that towing when performed for 
a. other transportation agency was not within the scope of the 
act but that when performed by a towing agency for the ac- 
count of a shipper or in towing the barge owned by or char- 
tered by a shipper constituted transportation and was, there- 
fore, within the terms of the act. Examiner Esch said it was 
thought that that interpretation was more in line with the pur- 
pose of the statute than administrative ruling No. 7, which stated, 
in effect, that an applicant for water rights could claim exemp- 
tion if it towed vessels of common carriers which published a 
tate which included towage but that it would not be exempt 
if it towed vessels of common carriers which did not publish 
arate with towage included. 

Transportation by applicant in towing commodities in 
bulk and in the towing of empty barges or other empty vessels 
was exempt under the act, the examiner said. 


CONTROL OF THREE TRUCK LINES 


Approval of the proposed transaction would result in the 
extension of duplicate operations, otherwise competitive with 
each other, by separate motor carriers under common control, 
and would therefore be contrary to the public interest, said 
Examiner C. R. Engelhart, of the section of finance of the 
Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, in a proposed report 
In MC F-1524, Textile Transportation, Inc.—Purchase—Textile 
Transportation Corporation. 

He recommended, accordingly, denial of the application for 
authority (1) for purchase by Textile Transportation, Inc., of 
Lodi, N. J., of operating rights and certain property and for 
lease of certain other property of Textile Transportation Cor- 
poration, also of Lodi, and (2) for concurrent acquisition of 


control of Textile Transportation, Inc., by Claude L. Needes, 
of Kingston, N. Y., through purchase of its capital stock. 
The examiner said Needes was president, secretary, direc- 
tor and owner of 49 per cent of the stock of Needes Express, 
Inc., of Kingston, and that in Needes—Control—Fisher’s Ex- 
press, 25 M. C. C. 595, he had been authorized to acquire con- 
trol through stock purchase of Fisher’s Express, of Paterson, 


“Following the instant transaction,” said the examiner, 
“Needes, now in control of Express and Fisher, would have 
control of a third carrier with authority to operate in substan- 
tially the same territory now authorized to be served by those 
carriers. . . . AS Express and Fisher now operate in substan- 
tially duplicating territory, and singly or collectively serve 
practically all points authorized to be served by Textile Cor- 
poration, it would not be consistent with the public interest to 
permit further extension of the competitive operations under 
the common control as here proposed. .. .” 


DEBTS AS TRUCK MERGER BARRIER 


Considering the current financial position of Cantlay & 
Tanzola, Inc., of Los Angeles, Calif., and the obligations it would 
have to assume to consummate the proposed merger into it of 
Independent Freight Lines, also of Los Angeles, on acquisition 
of control of the latter through purchase of its capital stock, 
the transaction proposed would not be consistent with the pub- 
lic interest, Examiner Vernon V. Baker, of the section of finance 
of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, concluded in a 
proposed report in MC F-1632, Cantlay & Tanzola, Inc.—Con- 
trol and Merger—Independent Freight Lines, Inc. The report 
was served March 17. 

The examiner showed that Cantlay & Tanzola had ac- 
quired, in August, 1941, 175 shares of 500 shares outstanding 
of Independent Freight Lines for $30,000, and that the instant 
transaction involved purchase of the remaining 325 shares for 
$45,000, of which $15,000 would be payable in cash on receipt 
of authority from the Commission, the balance of $30,000 to 
be evidenced by a promissory note payable at the rate of 
$1,000 or more a month. Current liabilities of Cantlay & Tan- 
zola were substantially in excess of the corporation’s current 
assets, he said. He noted that the payments monthly on the 
obligations that corporation would have to assume to consum- 
mate the proposed merger totaled $2,714 as of October 31, 
1941. The total consideration proposed was high, in any event, 
and could not be justified on Independent’s net worth and 
earning record, he added. He recommended, therefore, denial 
of the application. 


SALE OF “TOKEN” MOTOR OPERATION 


“It would not be consistent with the public interest to 
authorize vendees to purchase the considered operating rights 
under which no operations had been conducted for ap- 
proximately 3% years prior to their recent institution at the 
instigation of the prospective purchaser,” said Examiner C. R. 
Engelhart, of the section of finance of the Commission’s Bureau 
of Motor Carriers, in a proposed report, served March 18, in 
MC F-1600, James H. Adkins, Sr., et al.—Purchase—Star 
Transit, Inc. (Maurice W. Graston, Receiver.) 

The examiner, accordingly, recommended denial of the 
application of James H. Adkins, Sr., Irene J. Adkins and James 
H. Adkins, Jr., partners, dba Adkins Transfer Co., of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., for purchase from the receiver of Star Transit, Inc., 
of Madison, Ind., of onverating rights as a common carrier of 
general commodities between Louisville, Ky., and Cincinnati, 
O., over regular routes through Indiana, for $3,000. 

The report showed that the receiver, on being informed 
of denial by the Commission of an application of Phoenix Motor 
Freight, Inc., in MC FC-10078 for transfer of the Star Transit 
certificate to it, because no operations were being conducted 
under the certificate, obtained authority from the court to 
borrow $1,000 from Adkins, Sr., to enable the receiver to resume 
operations, after negotiations with the Adkins partnership for 
purchase of the operating rights had been begun. 

To approve the transaction here proposed, said the exam- 
iner, “would permit vendees to invade territory now adequately 
and efficiently served by existing transportation facilities and 
would open the door to similar attempts to breathe life again 
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into long-unused operating rights by persons other than the 
holders.” 


Barge-Competitive Coal Rates 


A downward revision of rail rates on fine coal from Illinois, 
Indiana and western Kentucky to points in Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota to meet a competitive rail-barge rate situation that car- 
ries a suggestion of trouble in the future, has been proposed 
by Examiner W. A. Disque in fourth section application No. 
18497, Coal to Winona and Red Wing, Minn., and LaCrosse, 
Wis. The report is on further hearing. The original report 
was made in what is called Coal to Winona and Red Wing, 
Minn., 245 I. C. C. 176. 

In the original report the Commission authorized fourth 
section relief for rates which the carriers considered too high 
and they did not, according to this report, avail themselves 
of the authorization. In this reopened proceeding the railroads 
sought rates that would be competitive with rail-barge and 
truck-barge transportation. As a practical matter, said Disque, 
the protests on account of rail-barge and truck-barge transpor- 
tation users made this proceeding more of a minimum rate case 
than a fourth section case, because the protests related to the 
allegedly low level of the rates to the more distant points, in- 
stead of to the matter of discrimination against intermediate 
points. 

The proposal was amended while under consideration. In 
final form the rates from the southern Illinois, Du Quoin and 
Belleville groups, all in southern Illinois to the three destina- 
tions, Examiner Disque said, purported to equal the approx- 
imate cost to the shipper of sending the coal by rail to Alton or 
East St. Louis and thence by barge. The total rates to the 
three destinations were $3, $2.85 and $2.75 a net ton. The rate 
situation was made more complex because of intrastate rates 
in Illinois and in the destination territory. In addition there 
was dispute as to the cost of trucking coal from the mines to 
the transshipment points. 

Examiner Disque said the applicants should be authorized 
to establish rates to the three destinations involved five cents 
higher than those proposed, that is $3.05 from the southern 
Tllinois group, $2.90 from the Du Quoin group, $2.80 from the 
Belleville group, $2.30 from the Fulton county group; and 
rates from other groups on the basis of existing relations with 
the rates from the southern Illinois group; and to maintain 
higher rates at intermediate points; higher rates from the 
Peoria group than from the Fulton county group over routes 
that operated through the Peoria group; and higher rates 
from the Centralia group subiect to the usual condition that the 
rates should not exceed the lowest combination; or rates con- 
structed on the basis prescribed or sanctioned in Tllinois Coal 
Traffic Bureau vs. Alton & Eastern, 164 I. C. C. 543, Coal from 
Tilinois, Indiana and Kentucky, 174 I. C. C. 545, and Illinois 
Coal Traffic Bureau vs. Ahnapee & Western. 204 I. C. C. 225, 
plus authorized increases. The relief. which the examiner rec- 
ommended. he said, should be limited to routes not more than 
50 per cent circuitous. 


Another limitation was that so far as LaCrosse was con- 
cerned, the applicants should file as a part of the record prior 
to the Commission’s decision an affidavit to the effect that a 
municipal dock LaCrosse was constructing was _ sufficiently 
completed and equipped to handle coal. The examiner said 
that if that method of proof was not acceptable to any party, 
the proceeding should be assigned for further hearing as to 
that particular matter. 


The suggestion of future trouble was contained in a 
paragraph devoted to the fact that the railroads had not ex- 
plained why they were proposing reductions from mines with- 
out reductions from both the Lake Michigan and Lake Superior 
docks, the operators of which, the examiner said, were in keen 
and active competition with the mine operators. Rate relations, 
he said. were prescribed between the southern Illinois group 
and Lake Michigan docks to Wisconsin destinations and from 
the Lake Superior docks to Minnesota destinations in the 
Lake Dock Coal Cases, 89 I. C. C. 170. But because of the 
changed conditions. he added, the orders in that proceeding 
were vacated in Northwestern Coal Dock Operators’ Associa- 
tion vs. C. & A., 234 I. C. C. 679. The rate relations, he said, 
were of many years standing and might be presumed to be 
lawful until shown to be otherwise, but what rate relations ex- 
isted between the mining groups and the lake docks did not 
appear. 

_ Both the lake dock protestants seemed to assume, said Ex- 
aminer Disque, that the present rate relations between the 
lake docks and the mining groups were as they should be and 


— ‘e proposed changes therein would necessarily be un- 
awful. : 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


“There is no ground for such an assumption,” says the 
report, “and there has been here no such investigation of the 
relations as would warrant a finding regarding them. If the 
proposed rates themselves are lawful they should be found 
justified without passing upon the relations, which holding ac- 
cords with Coal to Charleston, S. C., Savannah and Bruns- 
wick, Ga., 223 I. C. C. 577, where the matter of relations was 
left for an appropriate proceeding. Moreover, for the most 
part the matters are beyond the jurisdiction of this Commis- 
sion, because the rates from the lake docks are generally 
intrastate.” 


TUCKER TRUCK RIGHTS PURCHASE 


Examiner John S. Higgins, of the section of finance of the 
Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, in a proposed report, 
served March 13, in MC F-1683, L. A. Tucker Truck Lines— 
purchase, William F. Leahey, has recommended that the Com- 
mission authorize purchase by the former, of Cape Girardeau, 
Mo., of operating rights of the latter, of St. Louis, Mo., covered 
in MC 40897—common carriage of general commodities between 
points in Illinois, Indiana and Kentucky. Leahey, according to 
the report, will continue local cartage operations in the St. 
Louis-East St. Louis area and operations under rights in MC 
40897, Sub. 1. 


BUDRECK MOTOR RIGHTS PURCHASE 

In a proposed report in MC F-1711, Frank and Joseph 
Budreck, Purchase, Sipple Truck Lines, Inc. (Fred E. Law, 
Receiver), served March 14, Examiner L. M. Pettis of the sec- 
tion of finance of the Commission’s Bureau of Motor Carriers, 
has recommended that the Commission authorize purchase by 
the former, dba Budreck Truck Lines, of Chicago, IIl., of 
operating rights and certain property of the latter, also of 
Chicago. 


PALANTIC WATER EXEMPTION 

Finding the Palantic Steamship Co. to have been engaged 
in the transportation of lumber and lumber products wholly 
by water from ports in Oregon and Washington to ports on the 
Atlantic seaboard only since October, 1940, and exclusively 
for the A. C. Dutton Lumber Corporation, which owns all or 
substantially all its voting stock, Examiner Carl A. Schlager 
in a proposed report in W-405, Palantic Steamship Co., Inc. 
Contract Carrier Application, has recommended that the Com- 
mission issue a certificate exempting such transportation from 
the provisions of part IIT of the interstate commerce act. 


Y. & M. V. ABANDONMENT 


Declaring that losses had been substantial in the past 
and that there was nothing to warrant the belief that the 
prospective volume of traffic would be sufficient to meet operat- 
ing costs, Examiner A. G. Nye in a proposed report in Finance 
No. 13499, Yazoo & Mississippi Valley Railroad Co. Abandon- 
ment, has recommended that the Commission, division 4, find 
that the present and future public convenience and necessity 
have been shown to permit abandonment by the Y. & M. V. 
of its branch line extending approximately 24.12 miles from 
Rosedale to Boyle, Miss. Applicant estimated, said the report, 
that savings expected by abandoning the line, under the scale 
of wages paid prior to September 1, 1941, would approximate 
$11,828 in transportation costs, more than $1,800 in taxes, and 
about $3,829 for maintenance of equipment. Maintenance of 
way and structures expense also would be eliminated. Com- 
paratively little revenue would be lost as most of the business 
formerly handled would find its way to some station on the 
applicant’s line at either end, said the report. Some of the 
present patrons of the line, the report added. “will doubtless 
be inconvenienced and some loss may be suffered, but these 
matters are to be expected in cases of this kind.” 


IRON AND STEEL TUBING 

No. 28701, Van Huffel Tube Corporation vs. Pennsylvania 
et al. By Examiner Leland F. James. Dismissal proposed. 
Rates charged, iron and steel fluted tubing, brass coated, less- 
carloads, shipped prior to, and on and after. Dec. 5, 1938, War- 
ren, O., to points in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Maryland. 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, and 
particularly to Philadelphia, Pa.. and New York, N. Y.., in- 
avvlicable. Applicable rates not shown to have been unreason- 
able. The issue presented was primarily one of tariff inter- 
pretation. The report said the applicable rates were fourth 
class, and to the extent that the assailed rates exceeded this 
basis they were inapplicable. 


IMPORTED FEATHERS 


No. 28705, Buchman Manufacturing Co. vs. Pennsylvania 
By Examiner L. H. Macomber. Second class import rate of 
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91 cents charged, feathers, uncleaned, in bales, imported from 
the Orient through the port of New York and moved after Aug. 
10, 1938, from New York Lighterage, N. Y., to Carnegie, Pa., 
inapplicable except where it produced lower charges than the 
domestic rate of 51 cents; and domestic commodity rate, sub- 
ject to 24,000-pound minimum, applicable where it produced 
jower charges than the import rate. Reparation, with interest, 
proposed. 


Motor Proposed Reports 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration 
of 20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), 
become effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State 
in which applicant has home office ts shown in “black face” type, 
with name of town or city following.) 


Wisconsin (Marinette)—-MC 102915, Orville Larson and 
Axel Larson, contract carrier application. Joint board 95. 
Served March 13. Permit proposed. Such merchandise as is 
dealt in by retail department stores, Marinette to points in 
Mich., and Wis., within 50 miles thereof, except that no service 
be authorized to Green Bay, Wis. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—MC 86484, Sub. 3, George W. Rickerd, 
extension—Minnesota and South Dakota. Joint board 366. 
Served March 13. Permit proposed. Malt beverages, Omaha 
to points in Minn., and S. D. 

Pennsylvania (McConnellsburg)—-MC 51797, Sub. 4, D. A. 
Washabaugh, extension—insecticides. Joint board 74. Served 
March 13. Certificate proposed. Fertilizer and fertilizer mate- 
rial and insecticide and insecticide materials, Baltimore and 
Hagerstown, Md., to points in Pa. 

Oklahoma (Plunkettville)—-MC 103156, L. C. Tipton, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 217. Served March 14. 
Permit proposed. Fence posts, poles, piling, stave bolts, and 
ties, points in McCurtain county, Okla., to points in Polk county, 
Ark. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Plainfield)—-MC 102451, Robert L. McIntire, 
common carrier application. Examiner U. E. Conlon. Served 
March 14. Denial proposed. Coal, produce, bricks, and cement 
blocks between specified points in N. J., N. Y., and Pa. 

New York (Brooklyn)—-MC 102432, Meyer Kaczka, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Samuel M. Badian. Served 
March 14. Certificate proposed. Household goods, office furni- 
ture, store fixtures and equipment, and hospital equipment (new 
and uncrated), between points in New York, N. Y., and from 
Brooklyn, N. Y., to points in N. J. 


Michigan (Lansing)—-MC 90850, Roy W. Fowler, common 
carrier application. Joint board 76. Served March 14. Cer- 
tificate proposed on further hearing. General commodities, 
with exceptions, in the performance of a collection and delivery 
service at Lansing, and in the performance of a radial service 
between Lansing, on the one hand, and points within 8 miles 
of municipal limits of Lansing, on the other. The joint board 
found that collection and delivery service for forwarding com- 
panies were not exempt from the certificate requirements of 
the act but that such service for line-haul motor and rail car- 
riers and express companies, within their terminal areas, was 
exempt under section 202(c) (2) of the act. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 


California (Los Angeles)—-MC 72753, Sub. 3, Alfred Wilson 
Baynham, extension—Nevada. Joint board 78. Served March 
14. Permit proposed. Clay, Clay City, Nev., to Death Valley 
Junction, Calif., and manganese ore, Owl Spring, Calif., to 
Barstow, Calif. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 392, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension—Lake Linden, Mich. Certificate 
proposed, subject to conditions limiting the service to that which 
is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, express service, and the 
shipments transported to those moving on a through bill of 
ading, or express receipt, covering, in addition to a motor 
carrier movement by applicant, an immediately prior or im- 
mediately subsequent movement by rail or air. General com- 
modities, moving in express service, between Lake Linden and 
Houghton, Mich., over Michigan highway 26, serving Dollar 
Bay, Mich., as an intermediate point. Hearing on request. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

_ North Carolina (Charlotte)—-MC 61599, Sub. 32, Queen 
City Coach Co., extension—Dillon-Sumter. Joint board 177. 
Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage ; and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle 
With passengers, between Dillon, S. C., and Sumter, S. C. 
faring on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

.. North Carolina (Charlotte)—-MC 61599, Sub. 36, Queen 
City Coach Co., extension—Charlotte-Hickory, N. C. Joint 
board 103. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
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and their baggage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between Charlotte and Hickory, 
N.C. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Pennsylvania (Scranton)—-MC 60478, Sub. 1, William Land, 
Inc., extension—rail stations. Joint board 65. Served March 
14. Certificate proposed subject to conditions limiting the 
service to that which is auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail 
service of the D. L. & W., and providing that applicant shall 
not serve any point not a station on the line of the railroad. 
General commodities between Scranton and Kingston, Pa., in 
coordinated motor-rail service. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

New Jersey (Hillside)—-MC 48616, Crandon Trucking, Inc., 
common carrier application. Examiner U. E. Conlon. Served 
March 14. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General 
commodities between points in N. J., N. Y., Pa., Mass., R. L, 
Conn., Md., and D. C. 

Indiana (Portland)—MC 55515, Sub. 1, Earl Hildreth and 
Ben C. Miller, extension—collection and delivery service. Joint 
board 72. Served March 14. Certificate proposed on further 
proceedings. General commodities, with exceptions, in the 
performance of a radial service between Portland, on the one 
hand, and points within 2 miles of the municipal limits of Port- 
land, on the other. The joint board found applicants’ collec- 
tion and delivery service for line-haul motor carriers between 
points within the Portland municipal limits exempt under sec- 
tion 202(c) (2) of the act. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

West Virginia (Huntington)—-MC 50008, Sub. 3, Ohio Val- 
ley Bus Co., extension—Ohio points. Joint board 117. Served 
March 14. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, and newspapers, express and mail, in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Burlington, O., and the site of the 
ordnance plant near South Point, O. 

Michigan (Grand Rapids)—MC 35890, Sub. 1, Leon R. 
Blodgett, extension of operations. Examiner Mack Myers. 
Served March 14. Denial of certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities between points in Ala., Ark., Colo., Conn., Del., 
Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ia., Kan., Ky., Md., Mass., Mich., Minn., 
Miss., Mo., Mont., Neb., N. H., N. J., N. Y., N. C., N. D., O., 
Okla., Pa, R. L, S. C, S. D., Tenn., Tex., Vt., Va. W. Va., 
Wis., Wyo., and D. C. 

Washington (Seattle)—MC 29521, Sub. 15, Washington 
Motor Coach Co., Inc., extension—Stevens Pass. Joint board 
80. Served March 14. Certificate proposed Passengers and 
their baggage between Leavenworth and Seattle, Wash., and in 
the same vehicles with passengers, express, mail and newspa- 
pers. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—-MC 15935, Sub. 3, Packers Trans- 
port, Inc., extension—National Stock Yards, Ill. Joint board 
21. Served March 14. Permit proposed. Such merchandise 
as is dealt in by meat packing companies, between National 
Stock Yards, Ill., and Indianapolis, Ind. 

Florida (Jacksonville)—-MC 10897, Sub. 27, Acme Freight 
Lines, Inc., extension—alternate route. Joint board 205. Served 
March 14. Certificate proposed. General commodities between 
the junction of Florida highway 68 and the west leg of said 
highway, near Middleburg, and the junction of the west leg of 
said highway and Florida highway 13, near Hampton, over the 
west leg of Florida highway 68, with service at Camp Blanding, 
Fla., as an intermediate point. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 


Michigan (Grand Rapids)—-MC 2990, Sub. 3, Blue Arrow 
Transportation Lines, Inc., extension—Michigan highway 13. 
Joint board 76. Served March 14. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between Saginaw, Mich., and 
the junction of Michigan highways 13 and 78, over Michigan 
highway 13, as an alternate route, with no service at inter- 
mediate points. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 

West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. 36, Atlantic 
Greyhound Corporation, extension—Smithfield-junction U. S. 
highways 117 and 421. Joint board 103. Served March 14. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers 
between Smithfield, N. C., and the junction of U. S. highways 
117 and 421, over a regular route, with service to and from in- 
termediate points. Hearing on request. Thirty days for ex- 
ceptions. 

New Mexico (Jal)—MC 103288, Lea County Welding 
Works, Inc., contract carrier application. Joint board 87. 
Served March 16. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s 
operation to be that of a common carrier. Oiifield pipe, equip- 
ment, and supplies from rail-heads and motor carrier terminals 
in Jal and Hobbs, N. M., to points in Lea and Eddy counties, 
N. M. Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Colorado (Pagosa Springs)—-MC 103114, C. W. Gibson, 
common carrier application. Joint board 212. Served March 
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16. Certificate proposed. Farm products, feeds and live stock, 
between specified points in Colo., N. M., and Utah. Hearing on 
request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Arkansas (Bentonville)—-MC 77596, Sub. 3, Jack Gorum, 
extension of operations—six states. Examiner F. R. Benny. 
Served March 16. Certificate proposed. Canned goods and 
paper products from specified points in Miss., paper products 
and sugar from specified points in La., and lumber from a de- 
fined area in Ark., to specified points and defined areas in 
Ark., Mo., Kan., and Okla., in truckload quantities. 

Massachus¢ctts (Boston)—-MC 75874, Sub. 9, Boston & 
Maine Transportation Co., extension—New Hampshire. Joint 
board 186. Served March 16. Certificate proposed. Passengers 
and their baggage, and express, mail and newspapers in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between the junction of New 
Hampshire highway 28 and Harvey Road in the town of Man- 
chester, N. H., and junction of Goffs Falls Road and New 
Hampshire highway 28 in the town of Londonderry, N. H., 
over a regular route, serving the U. S. Army air base in Man- 
chester as an intermediate point. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 64798, Sub. 2, Albert M. 
Thelen, extension—Spokane and Portland. Joint board 45. 
Served March 16. Denial of certificate proposed. Malt bever- 
ages and empty malt beverage containers in interstate or 
foreign commerce. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

New York (New York)—MC 66562, Sub. 382, Railway Ex- 
press Agency, Inc., extension—Hagerstown. Joint board 74. 
Served March 16. Certificate proposed subject to conditions 
limiting the service to that which is auxiliary to, or supple- 
mental of, express service, and the shipments to those moving 
on a through bill of lading, or express receipt, covering, in ad- 
dition to a motor carrier movement by applicant, an immedi- 
ately prior or immediately subsequent movement by rail, water 
or air. General commodities, moving in express service, be- 
tween Baltimore and Hagerstown, Md. 

Ohio (Middleport)—-MC 61977, Sub. 3, Zerkle Trucking 
Co., extension—Pennsylvania points. Joint board 59. Served 
March 16. Certificate proposed. Salt, Mason City and Hart- 
ford, W. Va., and points in Meigs county, O., to points in Pa. 
Hearing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Nebraska (Omaha)—-MC 58948, Sub. 10, Union Transfer 
Co., common carrier application. Joint board 54. Served March 
16. Certificate proposed. Food products, Chicago and Freeport, 
Tll., to Dixon, Il. 

South Dakota (Aberdeen)—-MC 58929, Sub. 5, G. & P. 
Transportation Co., Inc., extension—Twin Cities ordnance 
plant. Joint board 145. Served March 16. Certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities, with exceptions, to and from 
the Twin Cities ordnance plant located in Mounds View town- 
ship, Ramsey county, Minn., as an off-route point to appli- 
cant’s regular route operation. Hearing on request. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Vermont (Burlington)—-MC 41144, Sub. 1, Priscilla M. and 
Harold L. Forman, dba Forman’s Motor Transfer, extension— 
household goods. Examiner L. B. Dunn. Served March 16. 
Denial of certificate recommended. Household goods and office 
equipment between points in Conn., Me., Mass., N. H., N. J., 
N. Y., R. I., and Vt. 

Pennsylvania (Muncy)—-MC 15775, Sub. 3, A. M. Frantz, 
extension—Pennsylvania and New Jersey. Examiner Henry A. 
Cockrum. Served March 16. Certificate proposed. Flour, 
Muncy, Pa., to points in N. J., bran, middlings, and grain, 
Muncy to Somerville, N. J., soya bean oil meal, Somerville to 
Muncy, and linseed oil meal, Edgewater, N. J., to Muncy. 

Kentucky (Middlesboro)—-MC 15765, Sub. 1, Roscoe Allen, 
extension—Middlesboro-Manring. Joint board 25. Served March 
16. Certificate proposed. Passengérs and their baggage, and 
express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Middlesboro, Ky., and Manring, Tenn. Hear- 
ing on request. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Indiana (South Bend)—-MC 3286, Sub. 3, Violet E. Brod- 
beck, dba Brodbeck Trucking Co., extension—Chrysler Corpo- 
ration tank arsenal and Hudson naval arsenal. Joint board 
76. Served March 16. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Detroit, Mich., and the Chrysler 
Corporation tank arsenal near Detroit, and between Detroit 
and the Hudson naval arsenal near Detroit. Hearing on re- 
quest. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Michigan (Grand Rapids)—-MC 2990, Sub. 2, Blue Arrow 
Transport Lines, Inc., extension—Michigan. Joint board 76. 
Served March 16. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, serving specified points in Mich., as off- 
route points in connection with applicant’s present regular 
route operations. Hearing on request. Thirty days for excep- 
tions. 

Illinois (Macomb)—MC 368, Sub. 2, Glen Delbridge, exten- 
sion—Indiana. Joint board 21. Served March 16. Permit pro- 
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posed. Stock feeds, premium merchandise and advertising 
matter distributed in connection with the sale of stock feeds, 
Quincy, Ill., to points in Ind. Hearing on request. Thirty days 
for exceptions. 

Arkansas (Bentonville)—MC 77596, Sub. 1, Jack Gorum, 
extension of operations. Examiner F. R. Benny. Served March 
16. On further hearing, denial of certificate proposed. Fresh 
eet and packing-house products, Wichita, Kan., to points 
in Ark. 

Georgia (Glennville)—-MC 102947, J. D. Bradley, common 
carrier application. Joint board 101. Served March 17. Cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities which are at the time 
moving on bills of lading of a railway express company or un- 
der its responsibility, between Glennville and Collins, Ga, 
over Georgia Highway 23, serving intermediate point of Reids. 
ville, Ga. 

Massachusetts (Pepperell)—MC 102910, Ralph Blood, 
common carrier application. Joint board 20. Served March 
17, Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between Mass, 
points within 10 miles of Pepperell, except Lowell, on the one 
hand, and Hollis, N. H., and points in N. H. within 10 miles 
thereof, on the other, and lumber from Mass., points within 
15 miles of Pepperell, except Lowell, to Nashau, N. H., and 
from Hollis, N. H., and points within 10 miles thereof, to Pep- 
perell and points within 10 miles thereof, except Lowell, over 
irregular routes. 

Kansas (Sedan)—-MC 102880, O. R. Watts, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 52. Served March 17. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, to and from 
Sedan, Kan., as an intermediate point to applicant’s author- 
ized operations between Moline and Chautauque, Kan., over 
Kansas Highway 99. 

Michigan (Battle Creek)—-MC 92982, George H. Earns, 
contract carrier application. Joint board 76. Served March 17. 
Certificate proposed, on further proceedings. General com- 
modities, with exceptions (1) in performance of collection and 
delivery service at Battle Creek, and (2) in performance of 
radial service between Battle Creek, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points within 8 miles of corporate limits of Battle 
Creek, over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Colorado (Greeley)—MC 83630, Sub. No. 1, D. L. McMur- 
rin, common carrier extension. Examiner Virgil J. Living- 
stone. Served March 17. Denial proposed. Fruits and vege- 
tables from points in Colo. to points in Kan., Okla., Mo., Tex. 
and Wyo., over irregular routes. 

IMinois (Elgin)—-MC 60649, Sub. No. 2, Fred A. Hanson, 
common carrier extension. Joint board 13. Served March 17. 
Certificate proposed. Building stone from points in Walworth, 
Milwaukee and Waukesha counties, Wis., to points in McHenry, 
Kane, DuPage, Cook, Lake, Boone, Will, Kendall and DeKalb 
counties, Ill., over irregular routes, with no transportation 
for compensation on return. 

New York (New York)—MC 52516, Sub. No. 2, Shephard 
Warehouses, Inc., contract carrier extension. Joint board 205. 
Served March 17. Permit proposed. Commodities used by 
electrical research laboratories between points in Florida, over 
irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 


New York (Cambridge)—-MC 50342, Sub. No. 1, Harry 
Byron, common carrier application. Examiner L. B. Dunn. 
Served March 17. Certificate proposed. Pulpwood from points 
in Town of Stratton and in specified part of Town of Warsboro, 
Vt., to Corinth and Mechanicville, N. Y., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey (Trenton)—-MC 45551, Sub. No. 1, Arthur E. 
Sohl, common carrier extension. Examiner F. R. Benny. 
Served March 17. Certificate proposed. Household goods be- 
tween points in specified parts of N. J. and Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Del., N. J., N. Y. and Pa, 
over irregular routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Washington (Seattle)—-MC 40626, Sub. No. 2, Leslie A. 
Moore, common carrier extension. Joint board 79. Served 
March 17. Certificate proposed. Machinery, contractor’s equip- 
ment and construction materials between points in Washing- 
ton, on the one hand, and, on the other, points in Ida. and in 
specified part of Mont., over irregular routes. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 

Tennessee (Memphis)—MC 40269, Sub. No. 5, Cook 
Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 9%. 
Served March 17. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, between Meridian and Laurel, Miss., ove! 
U. S. Highway 11, with no service at Laurel or at any inter- 
mediate point on the route. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oklahoma (Muskogee)—MC 38284, Sub. No. 6, Ralph W. 
Porter, Trustee of Ernest W. Lyman Trust, common carrie! 
extension. Joint board 88. Served March 17. Certificate pro 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between Mus- 
kogee, Okla., and Gore, Okla., over specified route, serving all 
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intermediate points and off-route points of Camp Gruber and 
Greenleaf Lake Recreation Center, Okla. 

Michigan (Adrian)—-MC 32474, Sub. No. 3, C. A. Conklin 
Truck Line, Inc., common carrier application. Joint board 
76. Served March 17. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, With exceptions, between Sturgis and Colon, Mich., over 
Michigan Highway 78. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Arizona (Morenci)—MC 30126, Sub. No. 3, Louis N. Vil- 
lalante, contract carrier extension. Joint board 129. Served 
March 17. Permit proposed. Mining equipment, materials and 
supplies between Tyrone, N. M., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, Ajo, Bisbee, Clarks- 
dale, Clifton, Douglas, Jerome and Morenci, Ariz., and clay 
from Clay Pit, N. M., to Morenci, Ariz., over irregular routes. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Texas (Houston)—MC 30012, Sub. No. 27, T. S. C. Motor 
Freight Lines, common carrier extension. Joint board 77. 
Served March 17. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, to and from points in specified Texas area as 
off-route points to applicant’s present regular-route operations. 
Thirty days for exceptions. 

Georgia (Augusta)—-MC 29879, Sub. No. 2, Reliable Trans- 
fer Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 101. 
Served March 17. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, serving specified points in vicinity of At- 
lanta, Ga., as off-route points in connection with applicant’s 
present routes. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Missouri (St. Louis)—MC 29745, Sub. No. 1, St. Louis- 
Eastern Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint 
board 160. Served March 17. Certificate proposed. Acids be- 
tween the points, over the routes and serving the intermediate 
points previously authorized by the Commission in MC 29745. 

Wisconsin (Milwaukee)—-MC 24918, Chester E. Manhardt, 
broker application. Joint board 96. Served March 17. License 
proposed, for operation by applicant as broker of transportation 
by motor vehicle of household goods between points in Wis. and 
points in other states and the District of Columbia, except 
those in Wis., Minn., Ia., Mo., Ill., Ind., Mich., O., Pa. and N. Y. 

Texas (Fort Worth)—MC 9259, Sub. No. 17, Bowen Motor 
Coaches, common carrier extension. Joint board 77. Served 
March 17. Certificate proposed. Passengers, baggage, express, 
newspapers and mail between Taylor and Bastrop, Tex., over 
Texas Highway 95, with service at intermediate points. Thirty 
days for exceptions. 

Virginia (White Post)—-MC 7934, Sub. No. 1, Louis Hay- 
maker, common carrier extension. Examiner George A, Dahan. 
Served March 17. Denial, for want of prosecution, proposed. 
Specified commodities between specified points in Va., Md., 
W. Va. and D. C., over irregular routes. 

Texas (Corpus Christi)—MC 4943, Sub. No. 16, J. H. Rob- 
inson Truck Lines, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
77. Served March 17. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exceptions, between Harlingen, Tex., and U. S. 
Air Corps gunnery school near Rio Hondo, Tex., over Rio 
Hondo road. Thirty days for exceptions. 


West Virginia (Charleston)—-MC 1504, Sub. No. 42. At- 
lantic Greyhound Corporation, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 108. Served March 17. Certificate proposed. Passen- 
gers, baggage, express, mail and newspapers between South 
Boston, Va., and junction of Virginia Highway 304 with U. S. 
Highway 360, over Virginia Highway 304, with service at all 
intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Connecticut (New London)—-MC 1193, Sub. No. 3, New 
Haven & Shore Line Railway Co., Inc., common carrier exten- 
Sion. Joint board 227. Served March 17. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers, baggage, express and newspapers, over 
specified routes, between Tylerville and Moodus, Conn., with 
Service at intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 


Washington (Oak Harbor)—MC 103292, Sub. No. 1, John 
Vanderpool and Gus Vanderpool, common carrier application. 
Joint board 80. Served March 18. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, between points on Whidby 
Island, Wash., on the one hand, and on the other, Mount Vernon, 
Wash., and points in Skagit county, Wash., west of U. S. high- 
way 99, over irregular routes. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Washington (Seattle)—-MC 103280, James E. McHugh, 
Common carrier application. Joint board 45. Served March 
18. Certificate proposed. Heavy machinery and building ma- 
terials, except cement, clay, gravel, sand and shingles, between 
Points in Wash., on the one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Wash., and in specified counties of Ore., over irregular routes. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

Utah (Logan)—-MC 102785, Sub. No. 2, S. H. Bennion, con- 
tract carrier extension. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. Served 
March 18. Denial proposed. Petroleum and petroleum products 
in bulk, in tank trucks, between points in Toole and Cascade 
Counties, Mont., on the one hand, and points in specified terri- 
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tories and counties in Wash., Ida., Utah and Wyo., on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

Utah (Logan)—-MC 102785, S. H. Bennion, dba Blue Bell 
Co., contract carrier application. Examiner L. W. Cunningham. 
Served March 18. Denial proposed. Petroleum and petroleum 
products in bulk, in tank trucks, between points in Toole and 
Cascade counties, Mont., on the one hand, and points in specified 
counties in N. D., Ida., and Wyo., on the other, over irregular 
routes. 

Montana (Great Falls)—-MC 102258, Melvin Wilson, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 242. Served March 18. 
Denial proposed. Petroleum products in bulk, in tank trucks, 
between points in Glacier, Toole, Pondera and Cascade coun- 
ties, Mont., and Havre, Chinook and Kalispell, Mont., on the 
one hand, and points in specified parts of N. D., and Ida., on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania (York)—MC 87546, William H. Kramer, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner A. S. Parker. Served 
March 18. On further hearing, certificate proposed and modifi- 
cation of findings in prior report, 27 M. C. C. 457, recommended, 
so as to authorize applicant to operate as common carrier of 
general commodities, with exceptions, from York, Pa., to Balti- 
more, Md., over irregular routes, in addition to the authority 
granted in that prior report. 

lowa (Griswold) —-MC 67126, Sub. No. 1, Maurice Dale 
Pelzer, common carrier extension. Joint board 138. Served 
March 18. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities from 
Omaha, Neb., to Lyman, Ia., and points within 6 miles thereof, , 
over irregular routes. 

North Dakota (Williston)—-MC 63513, Sub. No. 12, North- 
ern Truck Line, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 
84. Served March 18. Denial proposed. Petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank trucks, between Lewistown, Havre, Great Falls, 
Chinook, Shelby, Keirn, Cut Bank and Sweet Grass, Mont., on 
the one hand, and points in specified N. D. area, on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

North Carolina (Raleigh)—-MC 61689, Sub. No. 1, J. S. 
Mann, common carrier extension. Examiner W. W. McCaslin 
Served March 18. Certificate proposed. Lumber from points 
in N. C., and S. C., to points in Del., Md., N. J., Pa., Va., and 
D. C., over irregular routes. 


Wyoming (Douglas)—-MC 61635, Sub. No. 1, John V. Ryan 
and Eugene Ryan, common ‘carrier application. Joint board 
197. Served March 18. Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities from any established rail or motor vehicle carrier 
terminal within specified Wyo. area to any farm or ranch 
within that area not more than one mile from the route of any 
regular-route common motor carrier, and live stock and farm 
or ranch products from any ranch or farm in the designated 
Wyo. area not more than one mile from the route of any estab- 
lished regular route motor carrier to the nearest existing rail or 
common carrier terminal at which there are facilities for the 
adequate receipt of such commodities, with the exception 
that the authority proposed may not be used to form a through 
route with other authority presently held by applicants or their 
successors, but the authority expressly confers the right of 
interchange with any common carrier by motor vehicle or rail 
not presently owned or controlled by applicant. 

Virginia (Stephens City)—MC 49304, Sub. No. 1, Phil 
Bowman, common carrier extension. Examiner George A. 
Dahan. Served March 18. Certificate proposed. Lime from 
Stephens City and points within one mile thereof to Amcelle, 
Baltimore, Bladensburg, Cumberland, Frederick, Frostburg, 
Hagerstown, Hancock, Hyattsville, Silver Spring, Williamsport 
and Mountain Lake Park, Md., Bakerton, Charles Town, Engle, 
Keyser, Martinsburg, Moorefield, Petersburg, and Romney, 
W. Va., and Washington, D. C., and points within a radius of 
one mile of each of those points; fire brick and clay from Frost- 
burg and points within one mile thereof to Stephens City and 
points within one mile thereof, and cement from Washington 
and points within one mile thereof to Stephens City and points 
within one mile thereof, over irregular routes. 


Kentucky (Lexington)—-MC 32783, Sub. No. 25, South- 
eastern Greyhound Lines, common carrier extension. Joint 
board 100. Served March 18. Certificate proposed. Pas- 
sengers, baggage, express, newspapers and mail between Ariton, 
Ala., and junction relocated U. S. highway 231 and U. S. high- 
way 231, near Tennille, Ala., over relocated U. S. highway 231, 
serving all intermediate points. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Maryland (Hagerstown)—-MC 29647, Sub. No. 3, Charlton 
Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier extension. Ex- 
aminer Henry A. Cockrum. Served March 18. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between Lan- 
caster, Pa., and junction U. S. highway 15 and Maryland high- 
way 16, over regular route, with no service to and from inter- 
mediate points. 

Montana (Laurel)—-MC 2867, Sub. No. 6, Lorin Bice and 
Roy Bice, contract carrier extension. Examiner L. W. Cunning- 
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ham. Served March 18. Permit proposed. Road oil (heated), 
in bulk, in tank trucks, from Laurel to N. D. points on and west 
of U. S. highway 83, over irregular routes. 

Virginia (White Post)—MC 103307, W. B. Stuart, common 
carrier application. Examiner George A. Dahan. Served March 
19. Certificate proposed. Lime from Stephens City, Va., and 
points within one mile thereof to Amcello, Baltimore, Bladens- 
burg, Frederick, Frostburg, Hagerstown, Cumberland, Hancock, 
Hyattsville, Mountain Lake Park, Silver Spring and Williams- 
port, Md., Bakerton, Charles Town, Engle, Keyser, Martinsburg, 
Moorefield, Petersfield and Romney, W. Va., and Washington, 
D. C., and points within one mile of which of those points; fire 
brick and fire clay from Frostburg and points within one mile 
thereof to Stephens City and points within one mile thereof; 
cement and sand from Washington and points within one mile 
thereof to Stephens City and points within one mile thereof, 
and fertilizer from Baltimore to points in Frederick and Clarke 
counties, Va., over irregular routes. 

Idaho (Moscow)—MC 103296, Merle P. Songstad, common 
carrier application. Joint board 169. Served March 19. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Lumber from Potlatch and Joel, Ida., and 
points within 7 miles of each, to Spokane, Wash., and points 
within 9 miles of Spokane, and Pullman, Colfax, Uniontown, 
Palouse, Garfield, Oakesdale and Rosalia, Wash., over irregu- 
lar routes. Twenty-five days for exceptions. ; 

Maryland (Nantichoke)—-MC 103034, Hyder Leonard White, 
. common carrier application. Examiner B. E. Williams. Served 
March 19. Denial proposed. Oysters and fishery products from 
Nantichoke and points within 10 miles thereof to points in Ala., 
Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Ky., Mich., Miss., Mo., N. C., O., S. C., 
Tenn., W. Va., Northampton and Accomac counties, Va., Nor- 
folk, Va., and Salisbury, Md., over irregular routes. 

West Virginia (Lewisburg)—MC 102341, Sub. No. 1, W. E. 
“Gene” Knight, common carrier application. Examiner Emil 
W. Kerttu. Served March 19. Certificate proposed. Live stock 
from points in Pocahontas and Greenbrier counties, W. Va., to 
Salem, Narrows, and Tazewell, Va., over irregular routes, with 
no transportation for compensation on return. 

lowa (Thurman)—MC 100584, Sub. No. 1, G. B. Davison, 
common carrier extension. Joint board 192. Served March 19. 
Certificate proposed. Live stock between Thurman and points 
within 8 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on the other, St. 
Joseph, Mo.; green corn in the husk, from Thurman and points 
within 8 miles thereof to Nebraska City and Plattsmouth, Neb.; 
live stock and unmanufactured agricultural commodities be- 
tween Thurman and points within 8 miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Omaha, Neb. 

Minnesota (Bigelow)—-MC 93573, Sub. No. 1, Addison H. 
Kramer, common carrier extension. Joint board 146. Served 
March 19. Certificate proposed. Live stock between Bigelow 
and points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Gilman township, Osceola county, and Floyd 
township, O’Brien county, Ia., over irregular routes. 

Washington (Port Townsend)—MC 88688, Sub. No. 1, L. 
A. Tooker, common carrier extension. Joint board 80. Served 
March 19. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with 
exceptions, (1) over a regular route between Seattle, Port 
Townsend and Port Angeles, Wash., via direct ferries between 
those points, and (2) to and from Indian Island and Marrow- 
stone Island as off-route points in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized route. Twenty-five days for exceptions. 


Oregon (Portland)—-MC 74645, Sub. No. 4, St. Johns Mo- 
tor Express Co., common carrier extension. Joint board 45. 
Served March 19. Certificate proposed. Chemicals and chem- 
ical solutions, not having a petroleum base, in bulk, in tank 
trucks, from points in Multnomah county, Ore., to points in 
Washington west of Cascade Mountains, over irregular routes. 
Twenty-five days for exceptions. 

North Carolina (Dunn)—MC 69946, Sub. No. 1, J. E. Bare- 
foot, John V. Barefoot and J. T. Barefoot, common carrier ex- 
tension. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served March 19. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Lumber from points in the Carolinas to 
points in Va., Md., and D. C., over irregular routes. 

Tennessee (Fayetteville) —-MC 59754, Sub. No. 1, Fayette- 
ville Transfer Ca,, common carrier extension. Joint board 107. 
Served March 19. On further proceedings, certificate proposed 
as to general commodities, with exceptions, between Nashville 
and Lewisburg, Tenn., over Tennessee Highway 11, with no 
service to or from Lewisburg except on shipments moving from 
Huntsville, Ala., or to or from any intermediate point on the 
route. Thirty days for exceptions. 

Oregon (Portland)—-MC 42487, Sub. No. 49, Consolidated 
Freightways, Inc., common carrier extension. Joint board 13. 
Served March 19. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Janesville, Wis., and Harvard, IIl., 
over U. S. Highway 14, in connection with applicant’s presently 
authorized operations. 

Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—-MC 40022, Sub. No. 2, O. K. 
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Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier extension. Examiner 
John Cunningham. Served March 19. Denial proposed. Ex. 
plosives and blasting supplies between powder magazine north- 
east of Oklahoma City, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
certain points in Okla., Ark., Kan., and Mo., over regular and 
irregular routes. 

Massachusetts (Foxboro)—-MC 38157, Sub. No. 2, M. E. 
Hicks & Son, common carrier extension. Examiner A, J, 
Ormond. Served March 19. Certificate proposed. Steel tanks 
between Mansfield, Mass., on the one hand, and points in Me,, 
N. H., and Vt., on the other, over irregular routes. 

New Mexico (Logan)—MC 24907, Sub. No. 1, Elmer Bruhn, 
common carrier application. Joint board 33. Served March 19, 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, in 
Quay and Harding counties, N. M., between points served by 
rail and motor common carriers, on the one hand, and points 
not served by such common carriers, on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. 


INlinois (Chicago)—-MC 20565, Sub. No. 1, Florence Meyer, 
common carrier extension. Joint board 13. Served March 19, 
Certificate proposed. Canned vegetables between Haritford, 
Lake Mills and Waupun, Wis., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Eureka, Morrison, Morton, and Washington, IIl., over 
irregular routes. 


Washington (Mount Vernon)—MC 7228, Sub. No. 1, 
Ernest B. Olmsted, dba Home Transfer Co., common carrier 
extension. Joint board 80. Served March 19. Certificate pro- 
posed. General commodities, with exceptions, between Mount 
Vernon and Deception Pass Bridge, Wash., over specified route, 
and return over the same route serving all intermediate points 
and serving all off-route points on Whidby Island. Twenty-five 
days for exceptions. 


Michigan (Menominee)—-MC 4761, Sub. No. 1, John F. 
Stang, common carrier extension. Joint board 76. Served March 
19. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Gould City and Rudyard, Mich., over U. S. Highway 
2, and between Epoufette, Mich., and junction Michigan High- 
ways 117 and 48 near Rexton, Mich., over Michigan Highway 
117, serving no intermediate points. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


MC C-293, Campbell Sixty-Six Express, Inc., et al. vs. 
Frisco Transportation Co. et al. Time for filing exceptions to 
recommended order extended to April 4. 

MC 1288, Loraine Transfer Co., Inc., common carrier appli- 
cation; and MC 1288, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, explosives. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
March 24. 

MC 13495, L. V. Metz, common carrier application; and 
MC 23433, Same, contract carrier application. Time for filing 
exceptions to recommended order extended to March 30. 

MC 13495, Sub. No. 1, L. V. Metz, dba Nypano Motor 
Transportation Co., extension, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio 
and West Virginia. Time for filing exceptions to recommended 
order extended to April 4. 

MC 30697, Sub. No. 1, Robert E. Dieckbrader, dba R. E. 
Dieckbrader, extension, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio and Michigan. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
March 31. 

MC 54958, Sub. No. 1, George Weber, dba Weber’s Trans- 
fer, common carrier application. Time for filing exceptions to 
recommended order extended to April 1. 

MC 89001, Sub. No. 3, A. W. Kendall, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Time for filing exceptions to recommended order ex- 
tended to April 1. 

MC 102180, Sub. No. 1, J. E. Richmond, extension, Atlanta. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
April 10. 

MC 102589, Faxlines, Inc., contract carrier application. 


Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
March 31. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-1804. Dealers Transport Co., Memphis, Tenn., and Dixie 
Service Co., Memphis, jointly ask authority to merge the properties 
of the latter with those of the former. 

Finance No. 13660. Pacific Coast Railroad Co. asks authority to 
abandon that portion of its Taylor Branch extending 8.7 miles from 
Maple Valley to Taylor, in King County, Wash., because of operations 
being conducted at a loss and there being no prospect of the line 
becoming self-supporting in the future. 

MC F-1805. Hayes Freight Lines, Inc., Mattoon, Ill., asks au 
thority to purchase and temporarily to lease, a part of the operating 
rights of John Chatz as trustee in bankruptcy for Reliable Transit Co., 
Chicago, Ill., for $3,000. The application says the rights sought to bé 
acquired are operations authorized in MC 1629, between Chicago and 
Clinton, Ia., and between Chicago and Tri-Cities, Ia. 
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Suspended Tariffs 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many sched- 
ules not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in 
The Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Trafic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-1980, the Commission has suspended from 
March 20 until October 20 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 4 to schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 3 
of Maurice R. Goodson and Robert R. Goodson, doing business 
as Goodson Brothers, Bar Mills, Me. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish new any-quantity minimum charges of 
15 cents a 100 pounds, on roofing materials from Boston, Mass., 
to Bar Mills, Me. 

In I. and S. M-1981, the Commission has suspended from 
March 20 until October 20 the operation in part of schedule 
MF-I. C. C. No. 7 of C. A. McCombs, doing business as Mc- 
Combs Transfer Company, Birmingham, Ala. The suspended 
schedules proposed to reduce to 25 cents the present minimum 
charge of 36 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 7,000 pounds, on 
compressed gases (acetylene and oxygen) in steel cylinders, 
from Birmingham, Ala., to Chattanooga, Tenn., and to re- 
duce to 25 cents the present minimum charge of 31 cents a 
100 pounds, any-quantity, on empty steel cylinders, in the re- 
verse direction. 

In I. and S. M-1983, the Commission has suspended from 
March 20 until October 20 the operation in part of schedule 
MF-I. C. C. No. 2 of Service Transportation Co., Inc., Maynard, 
Mass. The suspended schedules proposed to establish a min- 
imum charge of 28 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 25,000 
pounds, in lieu of present minimum charges of 45, 38, and 30 
cents a 100 pounds, less-truckload, and quantities of 20,000 and 
25,000 pounds, respectively, applicable on malt beverages, from 
Brooklyn, N. Y., to Boston, Mass., and new minimum charges 
on “leakers” of 15 cents an aluminum half barrel, and 20 
cents a wooden half barrel, from Boston to Brooklyn. 

In I. and S. M-1972, the Commission has suspended from 
March 16 until October 16 the operation of certain schedules 
published in supplement No. 10 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 87 
of R. Cooper, agent, Greensboro, N. C. The suspended 
schedules proposed to establish reduced commodity rates in 
cents a 100 pounds, on unfinished cotton piece goods, minimum 
30,000 pounds, of 81 cents from Athens, Ga., 83 cents from 
Columbus, Ga., and 80 cents from La Grange, Manchester and 
West Point, Ga., to Toledo, O., and a rate of 83 cents from these 
origins to Chicago, Ill.; also on shade cloth fabrics, minimum 
30,000 pounds, a rate of 78 cents, from Greenwood and Ninety 
Six, S. C., to Chicago, Ill. Present rates are higher class and 
commodity rates. 

In I. and S. M-1973, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until October 15 certain schedules contained in tariff 
MF I. C. C. No. 3 of Ernest L. Buckman, Doylestown, Pa. The 
suspended schedules proposed to establish generally reduced 
distance rates on fertilizer, minimum 10,000 pounds, from Balti- 
more, Md., and Carteret, N. J., to Doylestown, Pa., and points 
in Pennsylvania within 30 miles thereof; and a rate of 175 
cents a net ton on lime, minimum 10,000 pounds, from Norris- 
town, Pa., to Bellemeade and Rocky Hill, N. J. 

In I. and S. M-1974, the Commission has suspended from 
March 15 until October 15 the operation in part of schedule MF 
I. C. C. No. 5 of Clarence M. Lee, dba Lee Truck Line, Moor- 
head, Minn. The suspended schedules proposed to establish new 
and reduced minimum rates on sugar, malt beverages and 
empty malt beverage containers between points in Minnesota, 
North Dakota and Wisconsin. A proposed minimum rate of 
38 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 40,000 pounds, to alternate 
with a present minimum rate of 42 cents a 100 pounds, mini- 
mum 12,000 pounds, on malt beverages from Milwaukee, Wis., 
to Fargo, N. D., and Moorhead, Minn., is illustrative. 

In I. and S. M-1975, the Commission has suspended from 
March 16 until October 16 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 3 of Southwest Freight 
Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish from Kansas City, Kan., to points in Colorado, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Wyoming, four columns of 
truckload commodity rates, designated as Columns A, B, C, 
and D, on soap, glycerine, vegetable shortening and lard sub- 
stitutes. As illustrated below, column A rates apply only on 
shipments delivered to one consignee at one destination, while 
columns B, C and D, rates vary according to the number of 
Stops permitted at intermediate points en route to partly 
unload without additional charge, exclusive of the stop made 
to accomplish final delivery. 

To Points in Colorado 


; Minimum Weight Stops 
Column (in pounds) (exclusive of final stop) 
Dy ssp akniicciionan 18,000 None 
_ Ee Z 
BY ee tart he Sa S 18,000 4 to 15 
PE ees 18,000 16 or more 
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In I. and S. M-1976, the Commission has suspended from 
March 16 until October 16 the operation of certain schedules 
published in supplement No. 3 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 5 of 
Thomas Milton Zimmerman, dba T. M. Zimmerman, Cham- 
bersburg, Pa. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
the following rates in cents a 100 pounds on a large list of 
canned, preserved or prepared foodstuffs: 


From Baltimore, Md., to Chambersburg, Pa.: Present, 22d; pro- 
posed, 20a. From Newville, Pa., to Camden, N. J.: Present, none; 
proposed, 35*. From Greencastle, Pa., to Baltimore, Md.: Present, 
18b; proposed, 18a. From Greencastle, Pa., to Westminster, Md.: 
Present, 15c; proposed, 15a. From Greencastle, Pa., to Petersburg, 
Va.: Present, none; proposed, 35*. From Greencastle, Pa., to Rich- 
mond, Va.: Present, none; proposed, 35*. From Greencastle, Pa., to 
Wheeling, W. Va.: Present, none; proposed, 40*. 

* Less-truckload. a—Minimum 7,500 pounds. b—Minimum 20,000 
pounds. c—Minimum 18,000 pounds. d—Minimum 36,000 pounds. 


In I. and S. M-1977, the Commission has suspended from 
March 17 to October 17 the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 3 to tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 4 of 
Charles Otto Tysor, dba Princess Anne Motors Transportation, 
Norfolk, Va. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
a truckload commodity rate of 30 cents a 100 pounds, minimum 
20,000 pounds, on raw peanuts, shelled and unshelled, from all 
points in Nansemond County, Va., to certain sections of New 
York City, N. Y. 

In I. and S. M-1978, the Commission has suspended from 
March 19 until October 19 the operation in part of supplement 
No. 6 to schedule MF-I. C. C. No. 14 of Reid Bros. Express, 
Inc., Akron, O. The suspended schedules proposed to establish 
a less-than-truckload minimum charge of 115 cents a 100 
pounds on floor covering (carpets, mats, rugs and related arti- 
cles) from East Walpole, Mass., to Chicago, Ill., and points 
grouped therewith, to apply in lieu of a present charge of 118 
cents a 100 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-1979 the Commission has suspended from 
March 18 until October 18 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 3 of Charles Andrew 
Wilhelm, dba C. A. Wilhelm, Pine Bluffs, Wyo. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new commodity rates on live 
stock from all points in Laramie county, Wyo., except Cheyenne 
and points. within five miles of Cheyenne, to Sterling, Colo., 
-_ Sidney, Neb., and on various commodities in the reverse 

irection. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 25728, Hoboken Manufacturers Railroad Co. vs. Abilene & 
Southern et al.; and No. 25878, New Orleans & Lower Coast Railroad 
Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. Petition of defendant Gulf, Mobile & Ohio 
et al. for reconsideration and modification of order; petition of de- 
fendant Atlantic Coast Line et al. for modification of findings and or- 
der; petition of defendant Pennsylvania for clarification of finding 1; 
and petition of New Orleans Public Belt for leave to intervene and 
for reconsideration and modification of findings and order, denied. 

No. 27969, Agwilines, Inc., et al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al. Order of 
December 8, 1941, modified to become effective June 1 instead of 
April 1. 

No. 28255, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 
vs. B. & O. et al. Complaint dismissed on complainant’s request. 

No. 28371, Berwind Fuel Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. Petition 
by complainants for reargument, denied. 

No. 28374, Silverton Supply Co. vs. N. & W. Second petition of 
complainant for reopening and reconsideration, denied. 

No. 28408, De Soto Creamery & Produce Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. 
Complaint dismissed. 

No. 28553, National Cottonseed Products Association, Inc., vs. A. B. 
& C. et al. Proceeding reopened for rehearing at such time and place 
as Commission may hereafter direct. 

No. 28693, Taylor Milling Corporation vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Com- 
plaint dismissed on complainant’s request. 


No. 28752, State of Wisconsin vs. A. W. & W. et al. Complaint 
dismissed on complainant’s request. 
MC 93186, Tom Papas, contract carrier application. Matter re- 


opened for further proceedings. Matter referred to joint board 54 
for appropriate proceedings therein and for the recommendation of 
an appropriate order on further consideration accompanied by the 
reasons therefor. 

MC 2589 Sub. No. 1, C.A.B.Y. Transportation Co., extension, New 
York points. Denial order of September 13, 1941, except to extent 
vacated by order entered February 4, further modified to become 
effective May 15 instead of March 10. 

MC 13123, Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., Inc., common carrier 
application; and MC 13123 Sub. No. 2, Same, Pennsylvania Turnpike 
extension. Denial order of January 26 modified to become effective 
April 17 instead of March 17. 

MC 19575 Sub. No. 7, Rudolph Lengle, extension of operations. 
J. M. and L. A. Osborn Co. permitted to intervene. 

MC 22658, York-Buffalo Motor Express, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Denial order of February 4 modified to become effective 
April 21 instead of March 21. 

MC 31430, Clarence M. Robertson, common carrier application. Ex- 
cept to extent that matter may be reopened by division 5 for recon- 
sideration on the present record, petition of protestants, Potashnick 
Local Truck System, Inc., and others, for reconsideration denied. 

MC 37629, Clarence Tarbet, common carrier application; and MC 











762 


37629 Sub. No. 2, Same, extension, Kokomo. Denial order of Novem- 
ber 10, 1941, modified to become effective May 15 instead of March 10. 

MC 45105, Bell Motor Freight, Inc., common carrier application; 
and MC 45105 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Ohio. Mat- 
ters reopened for reconsideration on present record. Order of Sep- 
tember 13, 1£41, which by its terms denies a portion of applications 
vacated and set aside. 

MC 47171, Cooper Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Order of December 1, 1941, reopening matter for further hearing at 
time and place to be fixed, vacated and set aside. Petitions of Mundy 
Motor Lines and others for reconsideration and further hearing denied. 

MC 56357, O. T. Davis, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for reconsideration on the present record. Order of March 22, 
1941, which became effective May 1, 1941, vacated and set aside. 

MC 60749, C. D. McDougald, common carrier application; MC 60749 
Sub. No. 2, Same, extension, southern states; MC 60749 Sub. No. 4, 
Same, extension, northern states; and MC 60749 Sub. No. 5, Same, ex- 
tension, Massachusetts and Connecticut. Denial order of January 28 
mecdified to become effective April 18 instead of March 18. 

MC 78344, Paul Goncez, common carrier application; MC 18588, Na- 
tional Movers of Boston, }nc., common carrier application; and MC 
18587, Same, broker application. Denial order of January 22 modified 
to become effective March 31 instead of March 13. 

MC 78631 Sub. No. 6, Hoover Truck Co., Inc., extension. Petition 
of protestant, Inter City Trucking Co., for further hearing denied. 

MC 95463, Royal Cadillac Service, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 95462, Reliable Cadillac Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Denial order of September 2, 1941, further modified to be- 
come effective April 15 instead of March 16. 

MC 100243, Lowell Crabb and Ramon Jespersen, common carrier 
application. South Dakota Public Utilities Commission permitted to 
intervene. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be fixed. 

MC 101507, Vernon E. Mead. Application dismissed on request of 
applicant. 


MC 102154, Morrison C. Slaten. Application dismissed on request 
of applicant. 

MC C-99, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference vs. M. K. Kirk- 
patrick, dba M. & K. Motor Express, lessee and operator of H. B. Man- 
ners, dba Manners Motor Express. Complaint dismissed on complain- 
ant’s request. 

MC F-119, Richmond-Greyhound Lines, Inc., control, Peninsula 
Transit Corporation. Petition of protestant, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., 
for reconsideration by Commission of its decision entered June 9, 1941, 
36 M. C. C. 747, denied. 

MC F-1287, Shawmut Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, Fall River 
& New York Transportation Co. Applicant’s petition for rehearing, 
reconsideration and oral argument, by Commission of decision by divi- 
sion 4, entered November 4, 1941, reported in 37 M. C. C. 528, denied. 

MC F-1326, Southwestern Transportation Co., purchase, Thomas 
Hill and Ray Howe. Petition of protestants, Potashnick Local Truck 
System, Inc., Gordons Transports, Inc., Highway Express, Inc., and 
Kimbel Lines, Inc., for reconsideration by Commission of decision by 
division 4, entered July 22, 1941, 37 M. C. C. 83, denied. 

MC F-1571, Rohweder Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, Walter Lewis 
Krug. Petition of protestants, Tri-State Transportation Co., Wilson 
Storage and Transfer Co. and F. J. McLaren, dba McLaren Dray & 
Transfer, for reconsideration by Commission of decision by division 4, 
entered December 18, 1941, denied. 

MC 1587, United States Trucking Corporation, purchase, William 
J. Kennedy. Petition of United States Trucking Corporation for re- 
opening and reconsideration by Commission of decision by division 4, 
entered January 7, denied. 

MC F-1589, B. D. and I. A. Kelly, Jr., lease, M. D. Hicklin Motor 
Trucker. Petitions of protestants, Barnwell Brothers, Inc., Horton 
Motor Lines, Inc., and Mundy Motor Lines, and rail carriers in official 
classification territory, for reopening and reconsideration by Commis- 
sion of decision by division 4, 37 M. C. C. 607, denied. 

No. 28688, J. G. Rogers vs. C. N. O. & T. P. et al. Alabama Pub- 
lic Service Commission, Florida Railroad Commission, Georgia Public 
Service Commission, Kentucky Railroad Commission, Mississippi Pub- 
lic Service Commission, North Carolina Utilities Commission, Public 
Service Commission of State of South Carolina, Railroad and Public 
Utilities Commission of State of Tennessee and the State Corporation 
Commission of Virginia permitted to intervene. 

No. 28735, John E. Donnelly vs. P. R. R., Shelton Pitney and Walter 
P. Gardner, trustees of Central of New Jersey, permitted to intervene. 

No. 28760 Sub. No. 5, Missouri Independent Oil Jobbers Association 


vs. Abilene & Southern et al. Great Northern dismissed as a party de- 
fendant. 


Finance No. 10992, New York, New Haven & Hartford reorganiza- 
tion. Worcester County Institution for Savings (owner of $100,000 
principal amount of Danbury and Norwalk Railroad Co. first refund- 
ing 4 per cent mortgage gold bonds due June 1, 1955, which are 
obligations of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co.) 
permitted to intervene and participate in the proceedings from March 9. 

1. & S. No. 5044, unfinished cotton piece goods Texas to New Or- 
leans. Order of February 24 modified to become effective April 14 
instead of March 14. 

MC 6156 Sub. No. 1 EX, Eads Transfer, Inc., application for ex- 
emption. Application denied. 

MC 43972 Sub. No. 1 EX, Elmer W. Owen, application for exemp- 
tion. Application denied. 

1. & S. No. 4648, all freight to Pacific coast; and |. & S. No. 4670, 
all freight from Chicago, etc., to Salt Lake City. Petition for recon- 
sideration filed by one of protestants, denied. 

No. 28544, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce for 
Lynchburg Iron and Metal Co. vs. N. & W. et al.; and No. 28494, 
same vs. same. Petition of complainant for reconsideration, reopening 
and oral argument denied. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


MC F-1170, Cranberry Corporation, control and merger, E. T. @ 
W. N. C. Motor Transportation Co., purchase, W. S. Magill. Appli- 
cants’ petition requesting an extension of time within which to exer. 
cise the authority granted by report and order of August 29, 1941, 
37 M. C. C. 253, granted, and time within which authority shall be 
exercised extended to August 13. 

MC F-1646 (supplemental), Kaplan Trucking Co., purchase, D. Wood 
Trucking Cy., Ine. Petition filed by applicants seeking modification of 
findings in report of December 31, 1941. so as to permit immediate 
completion of the transaction and payment of the purchase price, as 
provided in purchase agreement executed by parties January 26 which 
is the only change in terms previously agreed on by parties and ap- 
proved in report and order of December 31, 1941, granted, and findings 
in report modified accordingly. 

MC 94624, Paterson Suburban Bus Corporation, common carrier 
application. Petition, filed by protestant, Public Service Interstate 
Transportation Company, for reconsideration, denied. 

MC 92959, Louis Jagel, contract carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 91306 Sub. No. 1, Johnson Brothers, extension of operations, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania and West Virginia points; MC 27255, C. G. 
Temple, common carrier application; and MC 91306 Sub. No. 2, John- 
son Brothers, common carrier application. Denial order of January 23 
modified to become effective June 15 instead of March 13. 

MC 84612, Dallas L. Darling, common carrier application. Mat- 
ter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter 
fixed. Consolidated Freight Company and Merchants Parcel Delivery 
Co., Inc., permitted to intervene. Order of September 29, 1941, which 
by its terms denies a portion of the application, vacated and set aside. 

MC 62012, Walter William McCann, common carrier application; 
and MC 62012 Sub. No. 1, Walter William McCann, extension of opera- 
tions, Wyoming and Colorado. Denial order of July 8, 1941, further 
modified to become effective April 30 instead of March 10. 

MC 60868 Sub. No. 2 (formerly MC 89031), Ruffalo Trucking Serv- 
ice, Inc., common carrier application. Applicant’s petition for recon- 
sideration denied. 

MC 48846, Great Lakes Driveaway Corporation of Ohio, common 
carrier application; and MC 30837 Sub. No. 8, Kenosha Auto Transport 
Corporation (successor in interest to Great Lakes Driveaway Corpora- 
tion of Ohio), common carrier application. Petition of applicant in 
MC 30837 Sub. No. 8 for reconsideration and further hearing denied. 

MC 42346, Robert C. Mackey, Inc., common carrier application. 
Denial order of December 16, 1941, further modified to become effec- 
tive April 15 instead of March 16. 

MC 38551, Ramus Trucking Line, Inc., common carrier application 
and MC 38551 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension, Ohio. Denial order of 
January 26 modified to become effective May 15 instead of March 17. 

MC 34930 Sub. No. 3, J. Ludwin Proulx, extension, Maine, New 
Hampshire. Petition filed by rail carriers in official classification ter- 
ritory for reconsideration denied. 

MC 30064, Pioneer Auto Carriers, Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion. Applicant’s petition for reconsideration denied. 

MC 28930 Sub. No. 2, Jesse L. Riley, extension, Dalhart, Texas. 
Petitions filed by trustees of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Co., and western trunk line rail carriers, and John J. Conley for 
reconsideration and further hearing denied. 

MC 24379 Sub. No. 2, Long Transportation Company, extension, 
Cleveland. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. Order of October 28, 1941, which by its terms 
denies a portion of the application vacated and set aside. 

MC 2743 Sub. No. 4, Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., extension, Ful- 
ton, Kentucky-Cairo, Illinois; MC 29957 Sub. No. 8, Tri-State Transit 
Company of Louisiana, Inc., extension, Columbus, Mississippi-Jackson, 
Tennessee; and MC 29957 Sub. No. 10, Tri-State Transit Company of 
Louisiana, Inc., extension, Cairo, Illinois-St. Louis, Missouri. Peti- 
tion filed by Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., for rehearing in MC 2743 
Sub. No. 4, denied. 

MC 796, Universal Service, Inc., common carrier application; and 
MC 796 Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations, Minnesota and 
Michigan. Matters reopened for further hearing at time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. Order of October 14, 1941, which by its terms 
denies a portion of the applications, vacated and set aside. 

MC F-515, Phillips Transport Company, Inc., purchase, William T. 
Bloodworth. Application dismissed. 


MC 24242, J. I. Jackson, common carrier application; MC 67458, 
Same (successor in interest to Monte George Allen) common carrier 
application; MC 81776, Jackson Transfer and Storage Company, Inc., 
broker application; MC 24332, Ruth A. Isaacs, common carrier appli- 
cation; and MC 83305, Same (successor in interest to Joe Byrd Pelham), 
common carrier application. Order entered September 18, 1941, which 
as thereafter modified denies all or a portion of the application in MC 
24242 and MC 83305, effective March 15, further modified to the extent 
that such denial order in so far as it denies all or a portion of the 
applications in MC 24242 and MC 83305, shall become effective April 15. 
Petition filed by Ruth A. Isaacs, applicant in MC 83305, for reconsid- 
eration and rehearing denied. 

No. 17000, Part 7, rate structure investigation, grain and grain 
products within the western district and for export. Findings and 
order of October 22, 1934, as modified, requiring the establishment and 
maintenance cf a common level of rates on wheat and coarse grains, 
further modified, so as to permit of publication, on not less than ten 
days’ notice, of rates on basis of those set forth in petition filed by 
J. A. Farmer, on behalf of carriers in western trunk line territory, for 
modification of findings and order in supplemental report on further 
hearing of October 22, 1934, as subsequently modified, so as to permit 
of publication of reduced rates on corn, oats, barley, sorghum grains, 
and the products thereof used for feeding purposes, from origin groups 
in Kansas to Dunn and Cabool, Mo., without making similar reductions 
in the rates on wheat; any such rates published under authority of this 
order to expire June 1. 


Mare 


N 
Petiti 
growe 
by th 

- 
loadin 
of Jal 
Marck 

M 
applic 
April 

M 
Chica: 
to int 

M 
rier a 
exten: 
becon 

M 
reope! 
Decen 
vacate 

M 
der of 
18. 

W 
terver 


Chi 


r 


the I 
sion 
Swit 
rates 
and « 
of a 
stone 
and 
Stan 
withi 
that 
amer 


r 


acqu 
roast 
the ¢ 
had. 
dolo! 
stone 
adde 
their 
was 

woul 
quar 
the | 
that 

trucl 
and 

wou. 
tion, 
petit 
they 
they 


Tra 
Exe 
opel 
rem 
inte 
that 
of f 


den: 
issu 
tain 
“try 
was 


Syst 
pub 
cess 
offe 
tior 
tra 
the: 
tru 


LD 


r & 
ppli- 
*xer- 
1941, 
1 be 


Vood 
n of 
liate 
, as 
‘hich 
| ap- 
lings 


rrier 
state 


> Te- 


ions, 
» G. 
fohn- 
y 3 


Mat- 
after 
ivery 
vhich 
side, 
tion: 
pera- 
rther 


Serv- 
econ- 


imon 
sport 
pora- 
nt in 
d. 

ition. 
effec- 


ation 
pr of 
17. 
New 
1 ter- 


plica- 


‘exas. 
Rail- 
y for 


nsion, 
place 
terms 


, Ful- 
ransit 
ekson, 
ny of 

Peti- 
> 2743 


; and 
a and 

place 
terms 


am T. 


67458, 
carrier 
, inc., 
appli- 
lham), 
which 
in MC 
extent 
of the 
yril 15. 
consid- 


grain 
xs and 
nt and 
grains, 
an ten 
led by 
ry, for 
further 
permit 
grains, 
groups 
uctions 
of this 


March 21, 1942 


No. 28530, storage wool and mohair in mountain-Pacific territory. 


Petition of Public Utilities Commission of State of Idaho, Idaho Wool- 
growers Association and Utah Department of Agriculture, joined in 
by the Public Service Commission of Utah, denied. 


1. & S. No. 4981, loading cotton in Oklahoma; and I. & S. No. 4996, 
loading cotton on St. Louis San Francisco & Texas in Texas. Order 
of January 29 further modified to become effective April 21 instead of 
March 21. 

MC 3261, Kramer Brothers Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Denial order of February 3 modified to become effective 
April 20 instead of March 21. 

MC 29130 Sub. No. 3, Rock Island Motor Transit Co., extension, 
Chicago to Joliet, Ill. Railway Labor Executives’ Association permitted 
to intervene. 

MC 41404, R. K. Argo, C. R. Scates and R. G. Collier, common car- 
rier application; and MC 41404 Sub. No. 1, Same, Memphis-Montgomery 
extension. Denial order of November 14, 1941, further modified to 
become effective May 15 instead of April 15. 

MC 48388, Joseph E. Faltin, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed. Order of 
December 8, 1941, which by its terms denies a portion of application, 
vacated and set aside. 

MC 93649, John Whisenant, common carrier application. Denial or- 


der of January 28 modified to become effective May 15 instead of March 
18. 


W-375, W. Horace Williams Co. Rene A, Stiegler permitted to in- 
tervene, 


Chicago Switching Rates 


The Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal Railroad Co., and 
the Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad Co., have asked the Commis- 
sion to reopen No. 19610, Switching Rates in the Chicago 
Switching District, with respect to their single-line intrastate 
rates, and, on reconsideration thereof, modify its prior reports 
and orders so as to permit the establishment and maintenance 
of a rate of $13.20 a car for single-line haul by them of fluxing 
stone from the federal quarry of Material Service Corporation 
and the Consumers Co. at McCook, Ill., to the plant of the 
Standard Lime & Stone Co., all located at or near McCook, 
within the Chicago switching district, subject to any increases 
that will become effective as the result of Ex Parte 148 and 
amendments. 


The petitioners said the Standard Lime & Stone Co. had 
acquired property at McCook, at which site, it was producing 
roasted dolomite which would be shipped to various points in 
the Chicago switching district and beyond. They said the plant 
had a production capacity of approximately 250 tons of roasted 
dolomite a day and required approximately 2 tons of fluxing 
stone to produce one ton of roasted dolomite. The plant, they 
added, was served by a private truck which connected with 
their rails and the Chicago & Illinois Western Railroad. It 
was proposed, they said, to obtain the fluxing stone, which 
would be used in the operation of the plant from the federal 
quarry of the Material Service Corporation and the quarry of 
the Consumers Co., served by their rails. The petitioners said 
that they and other rail carriers had suffered severely from 
truck competition in the transportation of crushed stone, etc., 
and that unless the $13.20 rate was established all the traffic 
would be moved by motor trucks. The traffic under considera- 
tion, which will amount to approximately 6 cars a day, the 
petitioners say, “will be profitable traffic.” They added that 


they were “sorely in need of any and all additional net revenue 
they can secure.” 


Rock Island Truck Restrictions 


In a brief in MC 29130, Sub. No. 3, Rock Island Motor 
Transit Co. common carrier extension, the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association observed that the Commission had re- 
opened the proceeding for reconsideration as to the issue of 
removing restrictions on transportation of freight received in 
interchange from other motor carriers at Chicago, and asked 
that the applicant be denied authority for unrestricted haulage 
of freight received in interchange or otherwise at Chicago. 

The brief said that the application was granted in part and 
denied in part by the Commission, division 5, in its report 
issued August 1, 1941, and that the Commission imposed cer- 
tain conditions intended to limit the authorized operation to 
‘truly coordinated service.” After noting that the applicant 
was a subsidiary of the Rock Island railroad, the brief said: 

The development of this and other rail-controlled truck 
Systems offers possibilities both favorable and adverse to the 
public convenience and necessity. The inauguration of a suc- 
cessful system of coordinated rail-truck operations appears to 
offer much toward the solution of a vexing national transporta- 
tion problem, i. e., the proper allocation of various types of 
transportation services to the agencies best qualified to perform 
them. . . . Where the railroads propose to enter the 
trucking business on an unrestricted basis . . . the rails add to 
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their own competition while at the same time increasing com- 
petition within the trucking industry. Such a development 
complicates the problem rather than solving it. 

As to the applicant’s contention that there were practical 
difficulties in the way of operating a restricted service between 
Chicago and Joliet, because of impracticability of sorting freight 
tendered to applicant at Chicago, accepting that which had re- 
ceived a prior rail haul and rejecting that which had not, the 
brief said that if non-rail freight was permitted to flow by 
truck service to Joliet, the result would merely be to transfer 
the present sorting problem to Joliet from Chicago. 

“We may well surmise that this development would be the 
signal for another application to reopen another case involving 
the next segment of the line and to remove restrictions there, 
and so on,” said the brief. 

The R. L. E. A. said it was not now in position to state 
an opinion as to whether coordinated service could be best and 
most fairly insured on the property of this carrier by a con- 
tinuance of the restriction limiting the service to shipments 
received from or delivered to the railroad under a through bill 
of lading “covering, in addition to movement by applicant, a 
prior or subsequent movement by rail,” or whether better re- 
sults would be obtained through the imposition of so-called 
“key point” restrictions. The brief suggested that if key points 
should be established, Chicago (including Blue Island and Burr 
Oak) and Joliet appeared to be the “logical points” for that 
purpose. 


Grain Minimum Weights 


A new approach to the problem of grain shipping, brought 
up by the marked capacity ruling in Service Order 68, has 
been made in a minimum weight proposal being circulated 
among members of the Grain and Grain Products Council, a 
group of representatives of primary grain markets, by W. T. 
McArthur, Kansas City, Mo., its chairman. It is expected that 
the proposal will be discussed next week, at Cincinnati, where 
grain men will gather for a hearing before Commissioner John- 
son in the reopened general southern grain rate case, Docket 
17000, Part 7-A. If it meets with general approval, the pro- 
posal will be filed with the western rail traffic executives’ com- 
mittee, which recently turned down a proposal to set grain 
minimums at 80,000 on whole grain and flaxseed and 64,000 
— on oats and screenings (see Traffic World, March 7, 
p. i 

The new proposed minimums, developed by J. S. Brown, 
manager of the transportation department of the Chicago Board 
of Trade, are based on grain sales units in bushels reduced to 
weights in pounds. Mr. Brown points out that the service order 
causes great hardship to dealers who must ship quantities 
bought in customary units in whatever cars are offered and pay 
charges on the marked capacity of the car. His proposal is to 
make the minimums as high as possible, within the loading 
capacity of the car, based on the customary sales units. He 
points out that marked capacity ordinarily has little identity 
with cubic capacity, and it is the latter that controls when 
loading grain. He says his proposal will, in effect, ‘equalize 
the loading disability as between cars of 80,000 and 100,000 
pound marked capacity.” The minimums he suggested and the 
sales units in bushels represented by each are as follows: 


Wheat, 87,000 pounds, 1,450 bushels; corn, 84,000 pounds, 1,500 
bushels; oats, 64,000 pounds, 2,000 bushels; rye, 84,000 pounds, 1,500 


bushels; barley, 84,000 pounds, 1,750 bushels; soybeans, 84,000 pounds, 
1,400 bushels. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Finance No. 11428, Virginian Railway Co. construction. Applicant 
asks Commission to modify its certificate and order issued January 
15, 1937, as subsequently modified by orders entered June 17, 1938, 
and June 12, 1940, respectively, so as to extend time prescribed within 
which petitioner shall complete construction of proposed extension of 
its line therein authorized from June 30, 1942, to June 30, 1944. 

Finance No. 12298, Virginian Railway Co. construction. Applicant 
asks Commission to modify its certificate and order issued March 9, 
1939, as subsequently modified by an order entered April 8, 1940, so 
as to extend time therein prescribed within which petitioner shall com- 
plete construction of proposed extension of its line therein authorized 
from April 15, 1942, to April 15, 1944. 

Ex Parte MC 21, central territory motor carrier rates. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks further modification of orders. 

1. & S. M-1670, Arrow Transportation Co., rates and ratings. Arrow 
Transportation Co. asks that an order be ‘issued vacating the order of 
investigation and that proceeding be discontinued. 

1. & S. No. 5044, unfinished cotton piece goods Texas to New Or- 
leans. Southern Water Carrier Conference asks Commission to recon- 
sider decision of division 2, to reopen proceedings to hear oral argu- 
ment, and to postpone effective date of order pendente lite. 

Finance No. 8393, St. Louis, Southwestern Railway Company con- 
trol. Waco, Beaumont, Trinity & Sabine, Paul T. Sanderson, its re- 
ceiver, and R. C. Duff, interveners, in conjunction with exceptions to 
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proposed report, ask that Commission proceed to final judgment and 
enter an appropriate and definitive order on their intervention here- 
under. 

MC F-895, Perry Truck Lines, Inc., merger, Hall Motor Freight 
Co., and purchase, Jack Perry, dba Service Truck Line. Perry Truck 
Lines, Inc., asks that order be modified by setting aside that part 
which authorized the merger of Hall Motor Freight Company, and 
leaving authority only for the purchase of Jack Perry, dba Service 
Truck Line. 

1. & S. No. 5044, unfinished cotton goods, Texas to New Orleans. 
New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau, protestant, asks reopening and re- 
consideration by entire Commission, on present record, of findings, 
conclusion and decision of majority of division 2, decided February 
24; also for postponement of order of division, now scheduled to be- 
come effective March 14. 

No. 26796, American Salt Corporation et al. vs. A. & R. et al.; 
No. 26763, Morton Salt Co. vs. Same; No. 26974, Diamond Crystal Salt 
Co. vs. A. & W. et al.; No. 26975, Colonial Salt Co. vs. Same; No. 
26976, Union Salt Co. vs. Same; and No. 27043, Ohio Salt Co. vs. Same. 
J. A. Farmar, in behalf of western carriers defendants, asks Commis- 
sion to modify finding 5 and order issued herein, 220 I. C. C. 369, 385, 
386, so as to permit petitioners to reduce minimum weight on articles 
described in column B, item 10-B, supplement 15, W. T. L. tariff 319A, 
Agent L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. A-3069, from 45,000 to 30,000 pounds, 
shipped from producing points in the state of Kansas to destinations 
in Nebraska located in zones I and II as described in Commission's 
decision herein, and to authorize use of column B rates subject to 
the revised minimum weight of 30,000 pounds to alternate with the 
present rates on bulk salt as described in column A of item 10-B, sub- 
ject to a minimum weight of 80,000 pounds. 

No. 28369, Interstate Freight Carriers’ Conference, Inc., vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. Complainant asks that proceeding be removed from Com- 
mission’s calendar of hearings for the duration of the war, or in the 
alternative, for a dismissal of the matter without prejudice. 

MC C-254, rabbits, frozen, North Dakota to Twin Cities. Peter C. 
Peterson, Earl K. Peterson and Clarence D. Peterson, dba Peterson 
& Sons Transfer, respondent, ask that issues be broadened to include 
rates applicable on frozen rabbits from Bismarck and Jamestown, 
N. D., to Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., as published in tariffs issued 
by Agent A. R. Fowler, Agent Lou Hosking and the Northern Pacific 
Railway Co. 

1. & S. No. 5027, Oklahoma grain via Wichita to Memphis; and 
1. & S. No. 5049, Oklahoma grain via Wichita to Louisiana and Texas. 
Respondent asks reopening, reconsideration, and deletion from the re- 
port of division 2, decided February 4, of a statement appearing on 
sheet 7. 

1. & S. No. 2595 and related cases. Meats and packing house prod- 
ucts to, from and between southwestern and western trunk line points. 
Kansas City Southern, defendant and respondent, asks modification of 
orders so that such orders when modified will enable petitioners to 
publish reduced rate of 37 cents a 100 pounds on meats, fresh and 
packing house products, as described in the petition, also butter, eggs, 
cheese, fish, fresh or frozen, including oysters, oleomargarine and 
dressed poultry, in straight or mixed carloads, minimum weight 21,000 
pounds, from Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., to McElhany (Camp Crowder), 
Mo., without corresponding reductions from other points in western 
trunk line territory. 

MC F-1795, Mashkin Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Louis A. An- 
genola. Mashkin Freight Lines, Inc., asks Commission to extend date 
to March 30 on which compliance is required with the terms and con- 
ditions of the order of March 2 by division 4. 

Ex Parte MC 20, trunk line territory motor carrier rates. In a 
sixty-eighth petition, Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Confer- 
ence, Inc., asks reopening, reconsideration and modification of orders 
in connection with cast iron pressure pipe and cast iron pressure pipe 
fittings 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC F-1784, Milton L. Lahn, purchase—I, Becker & Sons, Inc. (N. 
Louis Paladeau, Trustee). Petition for authority under section 210a(b) 
of Milton L. Lahn, doing business as Lahn Motor Transportation, of 
Bridgeton, N. J., for temporary operation of motor-carrier rights of 
I. Becker & Sons, Inc, (N. Louis Paladeau, Trustee), of Jersey City, 
N. J., granted March 16, 1942, provided, within 15 days from March 
16, 1942, Milton L. Lahn, doing business as Lahn Motor Transporta- 
tion, shall have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed copies 
of a lease agreement embracing the terms of the lease authorized under 
section 210a(b), (2) complied with sections 215 and 217 of the act 
and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted opera- 
tions pursuant to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, 
to the Commission, immediately upon commencement of operations, 
the date operations were commenced, 


MC F-1786, C. & D. Motor Delivery Company, purchase—Hubert C. 
Elliott. Petition for authority under section 210a(b) of The C. & D. 
Motor Delivery Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, for temporary opera- 
tion of motor-carrier rights and properties of Hubert C. Elliott, doing 
business as Elliott Truck Lines, of Connersville, Ind., granted March 
16, 1942, provided, within 15 days from March 16, 1942, The C. & D. 
Motor Delivery Company shall have (1) filed with the Commission 
three conformed copies of a lease agreement embracing the terms of 
the lease authorized under section 210a(b), (2) complied with sections 
215 and 217 of the] act and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, 
(3) instituted operations pursuant to the authority granted, and (4) 
confirmed, in writing, to the Commission, immediately upon com- 
mencement of opé¢rations, the date operations were commenced. 

MC F-1790, Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., purchase 
—S. H. Peterserl and John Paulsen. Petition for authority un- 
der section 210a(b) of Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight, Inc., 
of San Francisco, Calif., for temporary operation of motor-carrier 
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rights and properties of S. H. Petersen and John Paulsen, a part- 
nership, doing business as Transcontinental Common Carriers, also 
of San Francisco, granted March 16, 1942, provided, within 15 
days from March 16, 1942, Oregon-Nevada-California Fast Freight 
Inc., shall have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed 
copies of a lease agreement embracing the terms of the lease author- 
ized under section 210a(b), (2) complied with sections 215 and 217 
of the act and rules and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) insti- 
tuted operations pursuant to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, 
in writing, to the Commission, immediately upon commencement of 
operations, the date operations were commenced. 

MC F-1791, Marion Trucking Company, Inc., purchase—William J, 
Black and Paul B. Crouse. Petition for authority under section 210a(b) 
of Marion Trucking Company, Inc., of Marion, Ind., for temporary 
operation of motor-carrier rights of William J. Black and Paul B. 
Crouse, a partnership, doing business as United Cartage Company, 
Limited, of Anderson, Ind., granted March 16, 1942, provided, within 
15 days from March 16, 1942, Marion Trucking Company, Inc., shall 
have (1) filed with the Commission three conformed copies of a lease 
agreement embracing the terms of the lease authorized under section 
210a(b), (2) complied with sections 215 and 218 of the act and rules 
and regulations prescribed thereunder, (3) instituted operations pur- 
suant to the authority granted, and (4) confirmed, in writing, to the 
Commission, immediately upon commencement of operations, the date 
operations were commenced, 

MC F-1656, Richard R. Riss, control—Monark Motor Freight Sys- 
tem, Inc. Acquisition by Richard R. Riss, of Kansas City, Mo., of 
control of Monark Motor Freight System, Inc., of Chicago, Ill., through 
purchase of capital stock, approved and authorized, 

MC F-1795, Mashkin Freight Lines, Inc., purchase—Louis A. An- 
genola. Applicant’s petition granted for extension to March 30, 1942, 
of period for compliance with conditions of order of March 2, 1942, 
granting temporary authority under section 210a(b). 

MC F-1801, Commercial Carriers, Inc., lease—Gate City Transport 
Co., Inc. Petition for authority under section 210a(b) of Commercial 
Carriers, Inc., of Pontiac, Mich., for temporary operation of motor- 
carrier rights and properties of Gate City Transport Co., Inc., of 
Greensboro, N. C., granted March 18, 1942, provided, within 15 days 
from March 18, 1942, Commercial Carriers, Inc., shall have (1) com- 
plied with sections 215 and 217 of the act and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder, (2) instituted operations pursuant to the au- 
thority granted, and (3) confirmed, in writing, to the Commission, 
immediately upon commencement of operations, the date operations 
were commenced. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. No. 13603, Southern Railway Co. et al. 
operation, authorizing modification of trackage agreement under which 
the Southern Railway Co. and the Alabama Great Southern Railroad 
Co. operate over lines of railroad in Hamilton County, Tenn. Approved, 

Report and certificate in F. D. 13613, Gettysburg & Harrisburg 
Railway Co. et al. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the 
Gettysburg & Harrisburg Railway Co. of a line of railroad in Adams 
County, Pa., and abandonment of operation thereof by the Reading 
Co. Approved. 

Report and order in F. D. 13596, Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Co. operation, authorizing acquisition by the Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad Co. of trackage rights over a part of a line of Southern Rail- 
way Co. in Lauderdale and Colbert counties, Ala. Approved. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Pennsylvania; Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville; and 
Great Northern have filed applications with the Commission 
for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems or 
devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from March 17. 

The Chicago, Indianapolis & Louisville has filed an appli- 
cation with the Commission for approval of proposed modifica- 
tions of rules, standards and instructions prescribed by order 
of April 13, 1939, under section 25 (c) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should advise 
the Commission and applicant in writing within 20 days from 
March 17. 

The Chicago & Eastern Illinois; Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe; and Louisville & Nashville have filed applications with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modifications of signal 
systems or devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate com- 
merce act. Any interested party desiring hearing should advise 
the Commission and applicant in writing within 20 days from 
March 13. 

The Baltimore & Ohio; New York, Chicago & St. Louis; 
and Missouri Pacific have filed applications with the Commis- 
sion for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems 
or devices under section 25 (b) of the interstate commerce 
act. Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the 
Commission and applicant in writing within 20 days from 
March 14. 

The Baltimore & Ohio; Spokane, Coeur D’Alene & Palouse; 
and Southern Pacific Co. have filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modifications of signal systems 
or devices under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission and applicant in writing within 20 days from March 19. 
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March 21, 1942 


Storage Practices at N. A. Ports 


If the Commission desires to adopt a formula to govern 
the determination of railroad storage costs and charges at the 
ports, it can best do so after investigation into the factual situa- 
tions at all of the ports, says a brief of the Baltimore Associa- 
tion of Commerce in No. 28420, Storage Practices of Railroads 
at North Atlantic Ports. 

The proceeding is an investigation into the lawfulness of 
all warehousing and storage rates, charges, rules, regulations, 
and practices of common carrier railroads at thirteen north 
Atlantic ports, including the port of Baltimore but not the 
port of New York, instituted in response to a petition of the 
Port of New York Authority alleging that certain tariff sched- 
ules were unlawful in that they discriminated against the 
port of New York and preferred ports at which lower charges 
and more favorable rules of free time were maintained. The 
petition resulted from action of the Commission in Priority of 
Operating Practices—New York Warehousing, 198 I. C. C. 134, 
916 I. C. C. 291, 220 I. C. C. 102, and 241 I. C. C. 569, in which 
storage charges and practices at New York Harbor were con- 
demned. 

“This brief is filed in the interest of protecting the com- 
petitive status of the port of Baltimore in relation to competing 
ports involved in the investigation, and also the port of New 
York, at which latter port the general charges for westbound 
in-transit storage are the same as the charges at Baltimore 
against which petitioner here protests,” says the Baltimore 
Association of Commerce. “It is literally true that the interest 
of any port in the amount of accessorial charges on port traffic 
is secondary to its interest in proper relative charges. It was 
this primary interest that moved the petitioner to seek this 
investigation. For the same reason the port of Baltimore is 
asking equal procedural treatment in the investigation. It is 
concerned, not so much in the actual storage charges that may 
apply at Baltimore, as in having the charges at Baltimore and 
at competing ports measured simultaneously and by the same 
standard or formula.” 


Petitioner’s initial protest, the association said, was directed 
primarily against “the ports at which lower charges and more 
favorable rules of free time are maintained” than at New 
York. That allegation, it declared. was more anplicable to the 
charges at other ports than at Baltimore. The charges for 
direct storage at Baltimore are the same, except on woodpulp, 
as the in-transit storage charges at New York. Petitioner’s 
real complaint would seem to be against other ports. such as 
Albanv and Portland, which have much more liberal free time 
than Baltimore and storage charges that range as low as 20 
per cent, of those at Baltimore, and which would seem to be 
more appropriate places of inquiry by the Commission than 
Baltimore. 


“No formula was found necessary as a precedent to the 
investigation at Baltimore,” says the brief. “By pursuing the 
investigation, so that all ports could be dealt with contempo- 
raneously in the final determination as to costs and charges, 
the Commission would be in a vosition to protect the interests 
of Baltimore as well as New York, particularly in relation to 
the various competing ports at which the charges or practices 
or both are more liberal than at Baltimore.” 


The Western Maryland Railway Co.. and Raltimore Fidelity 
Warehouse Co., and the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., and 
Camden Warehouses, in their briefs. submitted that their ware- 
housing and storage practices at Baltimore and charges assessed 
therefor were not unlawful. The Canton Railroad Co., and the 
Canton Company of Baltimore, in their brief, asked that the 
proceeding, as to them, be discontinued. Thev submitted, how- 
ever, that storage costs should be computed on “space used 
and not on space held for storage.” 


ANTI-TRUST IN MOTOR CASES 


Attorneys for the annilcants in MC F-1678, Southwestern 
Greyhound Lines, Inc.-—Merger—Arkansas Motor Coaches. Ltd., 
Tnc., the Greyhound Cornoration—Control Arkansas Motor 
Coaches, Ltd., Inc., and MC F-1678 and MC F-1680, Anpplica- 
tions for Issuance of Stock, have asked for consideration by 
the entire Commission of their appeal from the ruling of the 
examiner permitting the anti-trust division of the Department 
of Justice to intervene in that proceeding. ‘The examiner, 
against the obiection of the attornevs, permitted the anti--trust 
division to make itself a party to the proceeding, by interven- 
tion, at a hearing at Texarkana, Tex. 

_ In their appeal the attorneys contended, among other 
things, that the anti-trust division was not a prover intervener 
as it was without. legal capacity to liticate in its own name; 

€cause it was without statutory authoritv to intervene in this 
type of proceeding or in this forum—the Commission; and that 
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intervention by the anti-trust division was unfair and injurious 
to applicants and violative of their rights. 

Intervention here, the attorneys said, had been entirely 
partisan. At the hearing, they pointed out, the division took 
the position that the transaction proposed would intensify com- 
petition by applicants to the detriment of protesting carriers. 
Such a private interest, they argued, should not be given the 
weight of the backing of the United States government. The 
intervention, they said, subjected lawful applicants before the 
Commission to the indignities and harassment of a prosecution, 
from which they were unprotected, thereby jeopardizing their 
position before the Commission. It also added greatly and 
unnecessarily, said the attorneys, to the expense of prosecuting 
such an application before the Commission. 


Rates on Heavy Oils 


Hearing began at Chicago before Examiner W. A. Disque, 
March 19, in a number of related complaint cases in which 
shippers of so-called low-grade heavy oils allege that railroad 
rates on shipments of such oils from Kansas, Oklahoma, Ar- 
kansas, Louisiana, and Texas to Minnesota, Illinois, the Da- 
kotas, Wisconsin, and Iowa are unreasonably high. The cases 
include No. 28760, Midland Cooperative Wholesale vs. A. and 
S. et al., and five sub-numbered cases; No. 28782, Petroleum 
Shippers Association vs. Same, and No. 28793, Indiana State 
Chamber of Commerce vs. Algers, Winslow and Western et al. 
J. F. Lawrence, Tulsa, Okla., counsel for southwestern ship- 
pers, said his witnesses would require approximately three days 
to present testimony. Examiner Disque indicated that the 
hearing probably would be continued at the end of the week 
for further hearing at Kansas City, Mo., or St. Louis. 

M. H. Champion, traffic manager, Anderson-Prichard Oil 
Corporation, Oklahoma City, Okla., chief witness for complain- 
ants in No. 28660 and sub-numbered cases, testified, March 19, 
that the complaints were an outgrowth of the Commission’s 
decision in March, 1941, in No. 28106, Petroleum Rail Shippers 
Association vs. A. and S. et al., in which maximum rates on 
carload and pipe-line gasoline rates were reduced (see Traffic 
World, March 29, 1941, p. 771). For years prior to that de- 
cision, he said. heavy oil had moved at rates 80 per cent of the 
rates on gasoline and light or refined oil. The Commission’s 
decision in No. 28106, which did not apply on heavy oils, had the 
effect, he continued, of making the rates on heavy oils approxi- 
mately the same as on light oil. He said the complainants 
would seek to show that the Commission should find that rea- 
sonable rates on heavy low-grade oils be maintained dif- 
ferentially at 80 per cent of the light oil rates. Asked by the 
examiner whether or not the complainants were attempting to 
attack the rates prescribed in No. 28106, the witness replied in 
the negative. He introduced a number of exhibits, totaling 
more than 200 pages, dealing with the volume of traffic involved, 
the history of petroleum transportation rates, etc., testimony 


on which he was expected to continue presenting on the follow- 
ing two days. 


TIME FOR PAYING CHARGES 


The Commission. by division 2, according to an announce- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, has under consideration adding to 
the regulations it prescribed in Ex Parte 73, Regulations and 
Time for Payment of Rates and Charges, a section showing 
that nothing in those regulations is to be interpreted as affect- 
ing interline settlements of revenues by carriers subject to the 
three parts of the interstate commerce act. The proposal under 
consideration by the Commission is as follows: 


Section 142.15—Nothing in these regulations shall be interpreted 
as affecting the interline settlement of revenues from traffic which is 
transported over through routes composed of lines of common carriers 
subject to parts I, II, or III of the interstate commerce act. 


Secretary Bartel’s announcement says that persons wishing 
to state their views concerning the advisability of such an 
amendment to the regulations may do so by sending written 
—er (4 copies) to the Commission not later than 

pril 6. 


“FEEDING GRAINS” RATE REVISION 


Acting on a petition filed by J. A. Farmar on behalf of 
western trunk line territorv carriers in No. 17000, Rate Struc- 
ture Investigation, Part VIT, Grain and Grain Products Within 
the Western District and for Exnort. the Commission has or- 
dered further modification of its findings and order of October 
22, 1934. as modified, requiring the establishment and mainte- 
nance of a common level of rates on wheat and coarse grains, 
so as to permit the publication on not less than 10 days’ notice 
of reduced rates on corn, oats. barley, sorghum grains and the 
products thereof used for feeding purposes, from origin groups 
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in Kansas to Dunn and Cabool, Mo., any such reduced rates 
published to expire June 1, 1942. The order authorizes rate 
reductions in the so-called feeding grains without the making 
of similar reductions in the rates on wheat. 

The petition of the western trunk line carriers said that 
Mountain Grove, Mo., was the last point in Missouri on the 
St. Louis-San Francisco line extending south from Springfield, 
Mo., in the direction of Memphis, Tern., now included in the 
tariff to which the rates on feeding grains applied; that Dunn 
was 5.5 miles and Cabool 12 miles south of Mountain Grove, 
and that since no proportional rates were in effect from Kan- 
sas City, Mo., to Dunn and Cabool, shippers desired to reship 
feeding grains to these points at the balance of the through 
rate from the storage or transit point. The basis for the pro- 
posed rates, said the petition, was the same difference Dunn 
and Cabool over Mountain Grove as now existed in connection 
with the normal basis of rates. It said the proposed spread 
Cabool vs. Sargent, Mo., the first station south of Cabool, would 
range from 1 to 7 cents, whereas the present spread Mountain 
Grove vs. Dunn, Cabool and Sargent ranged from 6 to 9 cents. 


Equipment Lease Inquiry 


The Commission, by division 5, on its own motion, in MC 
C-333, Leroy R. Burnham, Lease of Equipment, has instituted 
an investigation into and concerning the contracts, agreements 
and arrangements between Leroy R. Burnham, doing business 
as Burnham’s Van Service, Columbus, Ga., on the one hand, 
and seven other parties, on the other, and the practices of the 
other parties affecting and incident to the transportation of 
property by motor vehicle in interstate and foreign commerce. 
The other parties are David L. Skelton and Frank Petelinski, 
co-partners, doing business as Skelton Transfer & Storage Co., 
Pensacola, Fla.; R. B. Burnham, Montgomery, Ala.; E. J. 
Brown, doing business as Brown Transfer & Storage Co., 
Birmingham, Ala.; J. C. Barber, doing business as Dixie Trans- 
fer & Storage Co., Dothan, Ala.; Leo R. McGehee, doing busi- 
ness as Mississippi Moving Co., Jackson, Miss.; and Marvin 
Evans, doing business as Coast Cities Transfer Co., Gulfport, 
Miss. 

The Commission said it appeared that the contracts, agree- 
ments and arrangements provided for the leasing of certain 
motor vehicles by Burnham from the other parties and the 
operation and use of the motor vehicles in the transportation of 
property in interstate and foreign commerce, for compensation, 
and resulted in the other parties engaging in transportation 
subject to part II of the interstate commerce act. It said it also 
appeared that there was not in force with respect to the other 
parties or any of them, a certificate or a permit issued by it 
authorizing them to engage in such transportation or business. 

The investigation includes a full inquiry into the character 
and nature of the motor carrier operations being conducted 
under the contracts, agreements, and arrangements, and such 
other matters as may be pertinent to the subject of the in- 
vestigation. It is with a view to determining whether the 
parties or any of them failed and were failing to comply with 
any of the provisions of part II by reason of such motor carrier 
operations. All the parties named have been made respondents 
to the proceeding which is to be set for hearing at such times 
and places as the Commission hereafter may specify. 


REPARATION ORDERS 


Reparation orders have been issued in No. 28251, Platnick 
Brothers, Inc., vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 28336, Cross Engineering 
Co. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; No. 28336, Sub. No. 1, Hendrick 
Manufacturing Co. vs. A. C. L. et al.; No. 28336, Sub. No. 2, 
Diamond Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; No. 28636, 
Utica Hydraulic Cement Co. vs. Indiana Railroad et al. 


COMMERCIAL BARGE LINES RIGHTS 


The Indiana State Chamber of Commerce, an intervenor, 
has filed a brief in support of the application in W-751, Com- 
mercial Barge Lines, Inc., for a certificate authorizing common 
carrier operation by water. The brief said that “an unusual 
number of shippers, both large and small,” appeared and testi- 
fied in support of the application. 

“The Indiana State Chamber of Commerce,” said the brief, 
“is interested in the granting of this application for the reason 
that the service to be provided thereunder has been shown to 
be of great importance to its many members throughout the 
entire state. It will provide an opportunity for many Indiana 
industries, now endeavoring to market their products to the 
southwest, to more effectively meet the competition they en- 
counter in that rapidly growing market area. In this respect 
the lower priced transportation resulting from barge service 
is the important element. We submit that the problem of pos- 
sible barge operation suggested by the only opponents who 
offered any testimony should be given no consideration because 
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the service under such plan would not be desirable. In fact, 
it would be so inferior as not to move the traffic. It would 
also increase the cost to a point where such service could 
probably not be priced as low even as the all-rail service. 
It is to be observed, however, that the only suggestion of joint 
service came from the Arrow Transportation Company, inter- 
venor, in opposition to the applicant, who has operated a barge 
line on the Tennessee river for forty years... .” 


B. & P. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, by division 4, has assigned Finance No, 
12131, Boston & Providence Railroad Corporation Reorganiza- 
tion, for further hearing under the provisions of section 77 of 
the bankruptcy act, as amended, April 8, 1942, at 9:30 a. m, 
at the Hotel Lenox, Boston, Mass., before Examiner Harvey H. 
Wilkinson. 

Secretary Bartel, in a notice of the hearing, said the hear- 
ing was to be held for the purpose of receiving such evidence as 
might be relevant and material in light of the recent decision of 
the district court for the district of Massachusetts, in proceed- 
ings No. 62413 pending therein for the reorganization of the 
B. & P., disapproving the plan of reorganization approved by 
division 4 of the Commission, March 22, 1940, as modified by 
the Commission, February 18, 1941, or otherwise to supplement 
the record before the Commission, to the end that the Commis- 
sion might promptly consider and report a plan of reorganiza- 
tion of the B. & P. 


INDUCEMENT RATES ON LIQUORS 

Arguments about the lawfulness of “inducement plan’”’ rates 
on alcoholic liquors have been submitted to the Commission 
in No. 28732, Alcoholic Liquors East to Southern Ports and 
I. & S. M-1837, Liquors and Wines to Baltimore and Philadel- 
phia to Atlanta. 

The railroads and water lines defended the inducement plan 
rates, intended to get a share of the traffic from motor carriers. 
The motor carriers said rates of that character resulted in 
wasteful and extravagant utilization of rail equipment, gave 
an unlawful preference to large shippers and that the entire 
plan of rate-making resulted in a needlessly complicated rate 
structure, which, if followed to its ultimate conclusion would 
result in confusion to shippers. 

The motor carrier interests were represented by the South- 
ern Motor Carrier Rate Conference. It opposed the inducement 
plan of making rates and called on the Commission specifically 
to condemn a minimum carload weight of 20,000 pounds. 

Under the so-called inducement plan the rail and water 
lines made rates based on a minimum of 20,000 pounds, that 
minimum taking class 44. On weights in excess of 20,000 
pounds the rating is class 35 up to 75,000 pounds. The rail- 
roads said there was nothing new about rates on a commodity 
decreasing as the carload weight was increased. The railroad, 
quoting a witness for the motor carriers, said the opposition of 
the latter was that the sliding scale of minimum weights had 
deprived the motor carriers of a great deal of traffic. The 
motor conference, the railroads asserted, was trying to have the 
rail-water rates regulated in the interest of the motor carriers, 
“without pretense of a showing that such rates are in any way 
unlawful.” 


INCH BY INCH RATE CUTTING 


The Commission refused to suspend reduced carload rates 
on terne plate from the Chicago and St. Louis rate groups to 
Texas destinations, as requested by the John I. Hay Co., a con- 
tract carrier by water (see Traffic World, March 14, p. 703). 
They became effective March 17. 


RAIL ACCOUNTING CHANGES 


Effective January 1, 1943, the Commission, by division 1, 
has modified the classification of income, profit and loss, and 
general balance sheet accounts, also accounting bulletin No. 
15, interpretations of accounting classificafions, for steam roads. 


CONSTRUCTION OF K. C. BRIDGE 


Judge M. L. Igoe in the federal district court at Chicago, 
March 13, approved a petition by the Rock Island Lines to 
participate with the Milwaukee Road in constructing a bridge 
over the Missouri River at Kansas City, Mo., at a total cost 
of approximately $2,623,000. At present the Rock Island oper- 
ates over the Burlington Railroad’s bridge at that point. The 
order provides that ownership of the lien on the new bridge, 
to be completed in 1943, may be determined later, so far as the 
several bond holding groups of the Rock Island are concerned. 
Counsel for the company’s general mortgage group said at the 
hearing that they probably would seek an early determination 
of such ownership, rather than wait until the termination of 
the company’s reorganization proceedings. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 


published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1942, by West Publishing Company.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Circuit Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.) Railroads 
compelled by mandamus to carry certain quantities of material 
at scrap iron and steel rates were not bound as to other ma- 
terial nor by other mandamus judgments against different 
railroads involving similar material. Interstate Commerce Act, 
Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 

Ordinarily, “estoppel” of judgment does not extend to 
matters not expressly adjudicated, except where there are 
necessary and inevitable inferences. 

In action by two shippers for damages because of rail- 
roads’ refusal to transport plates from dismantled oil tanks 
at scrap iron and steel rates, mandamus judgments obtained by 
one of plaintiff shippers compelling railroads to carry certain 
quantities of similar material at scrap rates were not de- 
terminative of proper classification of material involved in 
damage action. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. 
C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 

In an action for damages because of railroads’ refusal to 
transport plates from dismantled oil tanks at scrap iron and 
steel rates, it was incumbent on shippers to show that scrap 
rates applied to material tendered for shipment, as well as to 
material allegedly not acquired and tendered by shippers be- 
cause of the alleged wrongful acts of the defendant railroads. 
Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 

The trial court’s findings that large but unascertainable 
quantities of the plates from dismantled oil tanks tendered for 
shipment were of value for other than remelting purposes, and 
hence not entitled to be transported by the defendant railroads 
at scrap iron and steel rates, held sustained by evidence that 
the plaintiff shippers themselves represented that the plates 
were useful for other than remelting purposes, that the aver- 
age price received far exceeded the going market value of scrap 
iron, and that large quantities were actually used for making 
oil tanks, storage receptacles, feeding floors, culverts, runways, 
and tools. Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. 
Secs. 8, 9; Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, rule 52 (a), 28 
U.S. C. A., following section 723c. 


Plates form dismantled oil tanks, considered in mass, are 
not susceptible of a positive classification as regards the appli- 
cability of scrap iron and steel rates for transportation by 
rail, since it must be determined whether each tendered ship- 
ment has a value for other than remelting purposes. Inter- 
state Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 


In an action for damages because of railroads’ refusal to 
transport plates from dismantled oil tanks at scrap iron and 
steel rates, evidence showing a rising market and negligible 
if any delay in transporting plates pursuant to prior mandamus 
judgments against the railroads, and showing no damage from 
the loss of a third person’s financial support of one of the 
plaintiff shippers, held insufficient to warrant damages for the 
alleged refusal of the railroads to transport at scrap rates the 
materials involved in the mandamus proceedings. Interstate 
Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 


Ordinarily, the measure of damage for a carrier’s wrong- 
ful refusal to accept and transport freight is the difference 
between the market value of the commodity when it should 
have been transported and such value when actually delivered. 
Interstate Commerce Act, Secs. 8, 9, 49 U. S. C. A. Secs. 8, 9. 

Where the evidence did not compel a finding not made 
by the trial court, the Circuit Court of Appeals must assume 
in support of the judgment that the trial court considered the 
evidence insufficient to sustain such a finding. (Sonken- 


ene Corp. vs. Atchison, T. & F. Ry. Co., 124 Fed. Rep. 
Jo2. ) 





(Supreme Court of Washington.) If motor carrier was a 
common carrier, he was bound to charge and collect the rate 
fixed by the order of department of public service for common 
carriers engaged in same type of hauling. Laws 1935, c. 184, 
Sec. 1l-a, as added by Laws 1937, c. 166, Sec. 10. 

_ The state under its regulatory powers cannot, by legisla- 
live fiat or through its administrative officers, convert a private 
or contract carrier into a common carrier. 

While question of what constitutes a common carrier is a 
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question of law, the status of a carrier as such must be de- 
termined from his method of operation. 

Where motor carrier entered into contract with defendant 
to haul defendant’s cream and only one or two per cent of 
his hauling was for others than the defendant, fact that motor 
carrier obtained a common carrier permit and complied with 
regulations pertaining to common carriers, except that he 
charged lower rate, did not make the motor carrier a “com- 
mon carrier’ so as to entitle him to recover from defendant 
difference between amount received and amount chargeable at 
rate fixed for common carriers. Laws 1935, c. 184, Sec. 11-a, 
as added by Laws, 1937, c. 166, Sec. 10; Rem. Rev. St. Sec. 
6382-15. (Miles vs. Enumclaw Co-operative Creamery Corp., 
121 Pac. Rep. 2d 945.) 





(Court of -Civil Appeal of Texas. Austin.) Where common 
carrier freight lines, after filing suit against Railroad Com- 
mission to set aside certain rate orders not originally made 
applicable to them, applied to the commission to have rates 
complained of made applicable to them, which was done, the 
issues sought to be litigated in suit against commission were 
rendered “moot,” and freight lines which instituted suit had 
no standing in court in a suit to have rates set aside as to 
other carriers while remaining in force as to themselves under 
their own application to that end. (Common Carrier Motor 
Freight Ass’n vs. Railroad Commission, 158 S. W. Rep. 
2d 328.) 


Freight Classification Case 


In denying the petitioners’ motion to stay proceedings in 
a suit involving freight classification of a certain commodity 
although there was still pending before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission a complaint by these petitioners involving the rea- 
sonableness of the rail freight rate on the same commodity, 
there was no abuse of discretion by the trial judge in the fed- 
eral district court, the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided in an opinion delivered March 16 by Justice Byrnes, 
in No. 505, Lester A. Crancer and George B. Fleischmann, co- 
partners dba Valley Steel Products Co. and Mid-Valley Steel 
Co., petitioners, vs. Frank ©. Lowden, James E. Gorman and 
Joseph B. Fleming, trustees of the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway Co. 

The Supreme Court affirmed the judgment of the U. S. 
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth circuit, which had 
affirmed the judgment of the federal court for the eastern 
Missouri district. The railroad trustees had brought suit in 
that court to recover certain freight charges from the petition- 
ers and the court, after trial of the case without a jury, ren- 
dered judgment in favor of the Rock Island trustees in the sum 
of $2,263.47, the Supreme Court opinion said. 

“We brought the case here because of the claim that the 
court below sustained the jurisdiction of the district court, 
although the matter concerned called for the exercise of the 
administrative discretion of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, under the rule first announced in Texas and Pacific Rail- 
way Co. vs. Abilene Cotton Oil Co., 204 U. S. 426, as explained 
in Great Northern Railway vs. Merchants Elevator Co., 259 
U. S. 285,” said the opinion. 


The opinion said the case at issue involved seven carloads 
shipped by petitioners from points in several states to them- 
selves at St. Louis, Mo., and billed by them as scrap iron, with 
payment by them of the tariff charge applicable to that classi- 
fication. As a result of inspection of the cars at St. Louis by 
the Western Weighing and Inspection Bureau, said the opinion, 
the respondents claimed that the articles were actually “pipe 
thread protecting rings” and that they belonged in the classi- 
fication of ‘‘pipe fittings,” on which the tariff rates were higher 
than the rate on scrap iron. The petitioners, it said, refused 
payment of the difference in freight charges demanded by the 
respondents. 

After noting that the trial court found the articles in ques- 
tion were governed by the tariff for “pipe fittings” and not by 
that for “scrap iron,” the Supreme Court opinion said that “in 
the light of certain proceedings before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission affecting the articles in question and their relation 
to the tariffs in controversy, we hold that the lower courts 
were right.” 

“In their answer and in a motion to stay proceedings 
filed in the district court in the present case,” continued the 
opinion, “petitioners asserted that on or about March 16, 1939 
(the date on which respondents brought this suit) they had 
instituted a second action before the Commission. In their 
complaint in the 1939 action, petitioners alleged that the freight 
charges demanded by the respondents in the suit now before 
us were ‘unjust and unreasonable . . .. to the extent that they 
exceeded or exceed the rates applicable on scrap iron and 
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scrap steel.’ . . . We conclude that the classification question 
is not involved in the 1939 I. C. C. proceeding. This proceed- 
ing is still pending. . . .” 

Petitioners contended, first, said the opinion, that it was 
a reversible error for the district court to admit in evidence a 
copy of the Commission’s opinion on August 6, 1937, in Crancer 
and Fleischmann et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al., 223 I. C. C. 
375. The Commission’s opinion could hardly have been more 
relevant to the question before the district court, it continued. 
The court, it said, properly admitted and considered the ad- 
ministrative determination of virtually the same question as 
that before it. 

As to the contention of petitioners that the district court 
erred in denying their motion to stay proceedings in this case 
pending action by the Commission in the second proceeding 
before it, the Supreme Court said that the classification ques- 
tion alone was involved in the case before the district court, 
that the issue of reasonableness of the rates was not open to 
that court, that the meaning of the tariff had been determined 
by the Commission, and that it remained to the railroad only 
to collect the rates for which the tariff called and for the 
district court only to see that the railroad did collect them. 

The Supreme Court cited from Lowden vs. Simonds, 306 
U. S. 516, 520, 521, the statement that “involuntary rebates 
from tariff rates should be viewed with the same disapproval as 
voluntary rebates.” 

“Nothing involved in the pending administrative proceed- 
ings before the Interstate Commerce Commission was essen- 
tial to the determination of the issue in this suit,” said the 
opinion. “If the trial judge had in the exercise of his discre- 
tion continued the trial of the cause until such time as the 
Commission had passed upon the reasonableness of the rate, 
the delay might have made it impossible for the carrier to 
produce the witnesses who had made the inspection of the 
shipments. . . . If petitioners pay the judgment in this case 
and the Commission should in the still pending proceedings 
decide to modify the tariffs, petitioners can obtain a complete 
remedy by way of reparation. The form of the Circuit Court’s 
judgment specifically preserved petitioners’ right to such repa- 
ration. We hold that under the circumstances there was no 
abuse of discretion by the trial judge. Judgment affirmed.” 


Motor Act Prosecutions 


(Digests of statements issued by the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion concerning prosecutions, in federal courts, for violations of 
motor carrter provisions of the interstate commerce act or of Com- 
mission rules and regulations thereunder, appear below.) 


Western Arkansas district, at Fayetteville. Jack Gorum, 
a motor common carrier who uses the assumed name of Ar- 
kansas Traveler Truck Line, of Bentonville, Ark., and James 
A. Bull, one of the carrier’s drivers, were fined $375 and $50, 
respectively, March 9, which fines were required to be paid, 
on pleas of nolo contendere to informations charging Gorum 
with violating the motor carrier safety regulations prescribed 
by the Commission and charging Bull with failing to keep 
driver’s logs. 

Arizona district, at Phoenix. System Freight Service 
(Ine.) of Los Angeles, Calif., a motor common carrier, and 
Hobbs Battery Co., of San Francisco, Calif., a shipper, were 
fined a total of $1,680 March 16 on pleas of guilty by the car- 
rier to two informations, one charging it as principal, and 
J. E. Turley as aider and abettor, with offering, granting and 
giving rate concessions, and the other charging the carrier as 
principal, and Hobbs Battery Co., as aider and abettor, with 
failing to collect transportation charges at the time shipments 
of property were delivered to consignees, and on a plea of 
guilty to the latter information by Hobbs Battery Co. The 
carrier was assessed $1,200 on both informations, and was re- 
quired to pay $300, payment of the remainder being suspended 
for a year. Hobbs was fined $480, of which $180 was required 
to be paid and the remainder was suspended for one year. The 
charges against Turley were dismissed, for the reason that “he 
is now on duty with the United States Navy in some unknown 
port and so is beyond the jurisdiction of the court.” 

Nebraska district, Hastings division. The Commission ob- 
tained a permanent injunction against Lewis I. Newman, a 
motor contract carrier of property, of Hastings, Neb., and his 
agents, employes, representatives and all others acting under 
his direction or authority and all other persons in active con- 
cert or participating with him, from transporting property as a 
common carrier or contract carrier in interstate commerce 
without a certificate or permit issued by the Commission, and 
against Western Land Roller Co., a partnership: composed of 
Charles Anderson, Arthur Anderson and George Anderson, 
engaged in manufacture and distribution of farm machinery at 
Hastings, and against the individual members of the partnership 
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and their respective agents, etc., from engaging or employing 
Lewis I. Newman or any other person as a common or Con- 
tract carrier for compensation without a certificate or permit 
and from aiding or abetting Lewis I. Newman or other motor 
carrier in the transportation of property in interstate commerce 
without such carrier having first obtained a permit or certifi- 
cate from the Commission. All the defendants named were also 
enjoined from carrying into effect the provisions of a contract 
entered into between Newman and Western Land Roller Co, 
on April 1, 1936, until such time as Newman has obtained a 
certificate or permit from the Commission. 

Northern Ohio district, at Cleveland. Erskine & Sons, Inc.,, 
of Lowellville, O., James Erskin, the corporation’s secretary- 
treasurer, Carbon Limestone Co., of Youngstown, O., and 
Richard C. Shepherd, sales manager of the aggregates depart- 
ment of Carbon Limestone Co., were fined a total of $3,600 
March 10 on pleas of guilty to three informations charging viola- 
tions of part II of the motor carrier act. One information, 
containing 25 counts, charged Erskine & Sons, Inc., as a motor 
common carrier of property, and James Erskine with aiding and 
abetting that corporation, in granting rate concessions to 
Shepherd and the Carbon Limestone Co., shippers, on interstate 
shipments of crushed limestone and foundry stone, and in 
violating the motor carrier safety regulations. Erskine & Sons, 
Inc., was fined $1,000 on two concession counts, $500 of which 
was required to be paid, and the balance of which was ordered 
to be paid in monthly $100 installments, beginning April 15. 
James Erskine was fined $100 on one count charging violation 
of the safety regulations. Imposition of sentence on the remain- 
ing 23 counts as to Erskine & Sons, Inc., and on the remaining 
24 counts as to James Erskine, was suspended for one year, 
conditioned on compliance with part II and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations. Another information, containing 16 
counts, charged the Carbon Limestone Co., with soliciting, 
accepting, and receiving rate concessions from Erskine & Sons, 
Inc., on interstate shipments of crushed limestone and foundry 
stone, and the company was fined $1,500 which was required to 
be paid. The third information, containing 20 counts, charged 
Shepherd with soliciting, accepting, and receiving rate conces- 
sions from Erskine & Sons, Inc., on interstate shipments of 
crushed limestone, and Shepherd was fined $1,000 which was 
required to be paid. 


KEESHIN INJUNCTION CASE 


Judge John P. Barnes, in federal district court at Chicago, 
has confirmed his order of December 6, 1941, in civil No. 3128, 
the United States and the Commission vs. Keeshin Motor Ex- 
press Company, in which an injunction was issued restraining 
the defendant from assessing and collecting charges less than 
provided for in its tariffs on shipments moving between points 
in one state through another state (see Traffic World, Feb. 7, 
p. 369). Luther Walter, counsel for defendant, had asked that 
the order be stricken, on the ground that its scope was unduly 
broad. He took the position that the basis of the plaintiffs’ 
complaint was that intrastate rates had been charged on ship- 
ments moving from Illinois points to East St. Louis, IIl., via 
St. Louis, and that the injunction was too broad because it 
covered similar violations which might occur at any point 
served by Keeshin. The motion to strike was denied. 


WASHINGTON TERMINAL LABOR CASE 

An appeal from the U. S. Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia, a case in which the Washington Terminal Co., of 
Washington, D. C., seeks a determination that the rights of its 
employes under a collective bargaining contract do not include 
any right to compensation for work previously done by regular 
train crews (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, 1941, p. 1340), has been 
filed in the Supreme Court of the United States and docketed 
as No. 964, Washington Terminal Co. vs. F. E. Boswell, E. R. 
Burkhead, R. R. Bridges, et al. 

The U. S. Court of Appeals held that the terminal company 
could not maintain suit under the declaratory judgments act in 
the two-year period which the railway labor act allowed for 
employe suits, and that there was no constitutional inadequacy 
by reason of the fact that the terminal company’s right to 
initiate litigation to nullify the award of the National Railroad 
Adjustment Board in favor of the employes was barred or sus- 
pended for a period of two years. 


CAROLINA FREIGHT CASE SEQUEL . 

Stating that its order in this proceeding and the opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the 
Carolina Freight Carriers Corporation vs. the United States 
(see Traffic World, March 14, p. 706) appeared to be in con- 
flict, the Commission, by an order in MC 1821, Menard Truck 
Co. (Los Angeles, Calif.) Common Carrier Application, has 
vacated its report and order of June 16, 1941, which by 
amended orders was made effective April 20, 1942, in that pro 
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ceeding, and has reopened the application and remanded it to 
division 5 “for such other and further proceedings, hearings 
and action, as it may deem necessary.” 

In the light of the decision in the Carolina Freight Carriers 
Corporation case and companion case, Cain’s Truck Lines has 
asked the Commission to reconsider and modify the report of 
division 5, decided January 31, 1942, in MC 40085, Benjamin 
Cain, Common Carrier Application, embracing MC 40085 (BMC 
8), Same Extension-Houston, Tex., and MC 40085, Sub. 1, Same, 
Extension-Oklahoma City, Okla., in the following respects: 

Scope of the commodities that applicant was entitled to 
transport under its grandfather application; applicant’s rights 
to serve intermediate points under its grandfather application; 
the right to serve intermediate points under applicant’s exten- 
sion application; and the proposed Houston extension. 

Rail carriers in trunk line territory have asked the Com- 
mission to deny applicant’s petition. for reopening and further 
consideration of the order of division 5, decided February 25, 
1941, in MC 86772, et al., Application of Irving Nudelman, et 
al, in view of the court’s decision. These proceedings, not 
being grandfather applications, the rail carriers said, did not 
come under “any recent Supreme Court decision.” 


PASSENGER FARE INCREASES 


The Long Island Rail Road Co., the Staten Island Rapid 
Transit Railway Co., and the New York Central Railroad Co., 
petitioners in Ex Parte 148, Increased Railway Rates, Fares, 
and Charges, 1942, have asked the Commission to clarify its 
order of January 21 in this a. by expressly declaring 
that it was its purpose and intention by the order to require 
them to increase their intrastate passenger fares in New York, 
other than commutation fares, to conform to the increased 
interstate fares established by authority of the order. The 
petitioners said doubt had arisen in New York that the order 
clearly expressed the purpose of the Commission with respect 
to the increase of intrastate rates. They asked removal of that 
doubt by clarification of the order pursuant to a suggestion 
of the Justice of the New York Supreme Court. 


PASSENGER TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


For the twelve months ended with December, 1941, Class I 
steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, 
had passenger revenues totaling $264,346,089, in coaches, and 
$209,152,784, in parlor and sleeping cars, and carried 229,967,500 
revenue passengers, in coaches, and 24,158,390, in parlor and 
sleeping cars, as against $208,560,237, $167,867,168, 205,480,614, 
and 19,145,214 respectively for the same 1940 period according 
to a Commission compilation of passenger traffic statistics of 
those roads, other than commutation, statement M-250. Pas- 
senger revenues totaled $29,132,299, in coaches, and $21,100,580, 
in parlor and sleeping cars, and the number of revenue pas- 
Sengers carried was 22,114,223, in coaches, and 2,282,953, in 
parlor and sleeping cars, for December, 1941, as compared with 
$22,019,380, $15,457,259, 19,010,846 and 1,728,155, respectively, 
for December 1940. 


FREIGHT FORWARDER REGULATION 


A conference report on S. 210, the freight forwarder reg- 
ulation bill, is expected to be filed with the Senate and House 
shortly. A formal meeting of the conferees will be held at 
which the bill as agreed to will be approved for submission 
to the Senate and House. 

The troublesome situation that developed with respect to 
shipper interest in freight forwarding operations has been 
disposed of with a compromise provision, it is understood, pro- 
hibiting shipper ownership of freight forwarders, but any op- 
eration prohibited by the provision could, on a showing made 
to the Commission, be continued, if the Commission should 
find such operation consistent with the public interest. 

It is understood the compromise will include a fourth 
Section provision as was contended for by Chairman Wheeler, 
of the Senate interstate commerce committee. 


K. C. S. ACCIDENT REPORT 


Failure to provide flag protection for the preceding train 
caused a rear-end collision between a Kansas City Southern 
freight train and a Missouri & Arkansas freight train on the 
line of the K. C. S. at Joplin, Mo., January 19, 1942, which re- 
Sulted in the depth of one employe and the injury of three 
employes, according to a Commission report, written by Com- 
missioner Patterson, on its investigation of the accident, No. 
2563. By an order in No. 28750, Sub. 6, installation of block 
Signal or other systems intended to promote safety of railroad 
operation under section 25(b) of the interstate commerce act, 
the K. C. S. has been required to show cause on or before April 
15 why it should not establish an adequate block-signal system 
on the line involved in the accident. 
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Freight Rate Increases 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


The Commission, late March 16, in the following statement, 
announced denial of all requests for postponement from March 
18 of the freight rate increases authorized by it in Ex Parte 148: 


The Interstate Commerce Commission in conference today con- 
sidered the petitions of the Office of Price Administration (1) for 
postponement of the effective date of the report and orders entered 
in Docket Ex Parte No. 148, Increased Railway Rates, Fares, and 
Charges, 1942, and for suspension of any tariffs filed under the au- 
thority of that proceeding, with respect to certain named commodities; 
also (2) protesting and requesting suspension of the master tariff 
and connecting link supplements filed by motor carriers under the 
special permission issued by the Commission on March 6, 1942, as far 
as they affect the rates on certain commodities. Also considered were 
certain other protests and requests for suspension by various indi- 
viduals and companies in Docket Ex Parte No. 148. 

The Commission denied all these petitions and declined to stay or 
postpone its report and orders, or to suspend any rates filed under 
the authority thereof. 


Railroads Fight O. P. A. 


Asserting that the Office of Price Administration had not 
made and could not make a showing that would justify the 
Ccmmission in depriving the railroads, even for 30 days, of any 
increases heretofore authorized by it, counsel for the railroads, 
March 16, asked the Commission to dismiss or deny the O. P. A. 
petition asking for suspension of Ex Parte 148 rates on speci- 
tied commodities. 

The railroads estimated that the authorized increase of 6 
per cent in the rates on the commodities involved represented 
an increase in revenue to the railroads of approximately $41,- 
000,000 a year, or slightly more than one-fifth of the total 
increase of $203,000,000 the Commission staff estimated would 
accrue to the railroads from all the authorized increases in 
Ex Parte 148. Both estimates are on the basis of 1941 traffic. 

The railroads charged that the O. P. A. did not comply 
with the Commission’s rules of practice in giving the railroads 
the required minimum time for answering such petitions. 

“Certainly,” said the railroads, in discussing the merits of 
the O. P. A. petition, “increases in rates found by this Com- 
mission after due hearing and investigation to be just and rea- 
sonable and to be no greater than are necessary to insure the 
ability of the railroads to continue to furnish adequate and 
efficient transportation service should require no independent 
investigation by the Office of Price Administration to determine 
whether or not they are speculative, unwarranted, and abnor- 
mal, or involve profiteering.” 

In their answer to the O. P. A. petition, the railroads quoted 
from a statement made by Mr. Eisenhart for O. P. A. at the 
hearing at St. Louis in Ex Parte 148 (see Traffic World, Jan. 
10, p. 99). In that statement Mr. Eisenhart said the O. P. A. 
did not take any position with respect to the reasonableness of 
the general increase requested in the rail carriers’ petition. 
That question was being left to the Commission, he said. Fur- 
ther, he said, the railroads had agreed to set up a committee 
“in whom they have placed authority to consider requests for 
rate adjustments without regard to the questions of maladjust- 
ment as discussed here yesterday by Mr. Cleveland.” He 
asked the Commission to consider the O. P. A.’s problem of 
price stabilization. 

Railroad rate officials said they were surprised by the 
O. P. A. move for elimination of the increases authorized by the 
Commission on such a substantial body of traffic as that in- 
volved in the O. P. A. petition. They had had no idea, they 
said, that the O. P. A.’s idea of rate adjustments to be pre- 
sented by it contemplated the elimination of all increases as 


asked in the O. P. A. petition with respect to the commodities 
named. 


Questioned March 16 as to the O. P. A. action charging 
that the increases would cause inflation, Mr. Eisenhart said it 
was compatible with the statement made by him at the hear- 
ing at St. Louis. His statement was reproduced in the carrier’s 
answer. He said the rate adjustments were not to be confined 
simply to partial reductions. He also pointed out that A. F. 
Cleveland, vice-president, Association of American Railroads, 
had stated at the hearing at St. Louis that those seeking adjust- 
ments could, of course, go to the Commission if not satisfied 
with action taken by the railroad committee. The O. P. A. 
had asked that the increases be held up because the time be- 
fore March 18, the effective date, was so short for considera- 
tion of the O. P. A. plea by the railroads, he said. 

As to their contention that the O. P. A. had not complied 
with the Commission’s rules of practice because the petition 
was filed tardily, the carriers said that both in form and in 
substance it was a petition for modification of the Commission’s 
order and that to meet the requirements of Rule XV-A(b) it 
should have been filed within time to give the railroads ten 
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days for filing their reply whereas they had only three days, 
including Sunday. Further, they contended, the petition was 
not in compliance with Rule XIX even if it were treated 
merely as a request for suspension. Continuing, the railroads, 
in part, said: 


The importance of requiring a compliance with the rules of practice 
in this instance is emphasized by the fact that the railroads have filed 
with the various state commissions petitions seeking authority to make 
the same increases in the intrastate rates as authorized by the Com- 
mission in this proceeding for interstate application. Such petitions have 
been granted by some 15 or more state commissions and tariffs have 
already been filed making such increases effective in those states on the 
same date, March 18, 1942, as the interstate tariffs are to become effec- 
tive. 

Aside from any question of its timeliness or untimeliness, the 
petition is without merit and should be denied. There is nothing in 
the record in this proceeding, in the statute under which the Office of 
Price Administration is functioning or in the interstate commerce act 
which would warrant its being granted by the Commission. 


O. P. A. at Hearing 


1. The petition refers to the position taken by the Office of Price 
Administration at the hearing herein. We quote below a more com- 
plete statement of its position as presented by its counsel, as shown 
beginning on page 331 of the transcript: 

“The Office of Price Administration desires to enter an appearance 
in this case for the purpose of calling to the attention of your Honor- 
able Commission the problem of price stabilization as it is affected by 
the rail carriers’ petition and to point out wherein the duties imposed 
on our office are affected by the jurisdiction entrusted to your Com- 
mission, and further to request that in so far as possible, within the 
limits of your jurisdiction, you give whatever weight you can to our 
particular problems. We do not take any position with respect to the 
reasonableness of the general increase requested in the rail carriers’ 
petition. The reasons we are thus disposed are twofold. First, we are 
of the opinion that your Commission is well able to adjudicate the 
issues without any assistance from us, and that you are better informed 
concerning the questions to be resolved. Furthermore, Congress has 
delegated to you the authority in the present proceeding. Our duties 
with respect to price fixation reach only to the extent of permitting us 
to request that you assist us as much as possible. The second reason 
for our position is that as a result of numerous discussions held be- 
tween representatives of our office and representatives of the railroads, 
the railroads have agreed to appoint an executive committee, in whom 
they have placed authority to consider requests for rate adjustments 
without regard to the questions of maladjustment as discussed here 
yesterday by Mr. Cleveland.”’ 

Presumably, the Commission in reaching its conclusion herein 
complied with the request of counsel that it give such weight as it 
deemed proper to the problems with which he said the Office of Price 
Administration is concerned. As conceded by counsel in his statement, 
those problems do not include questions with respect to the reasonable- 
ness of the increases in rates which were proposed by the railroads 
herein, that being admittedly a matter which is peculiarly within the 
jurisdiction of this Commission under the interstate commerce act. 


oO. P. A. Functions 


The purposes of the act under which the Office of Price Administra- 
tion now functions (Public Law 421—77th Congress, Approved January 
30, 1942), as declared in section 1 thereof, are: 

“To stabilize prices and to prevent speculative, unwarranted, and 
abnormal increases in prices and rents; to eliminate and prevent 
profiteering, hoarding, manipulation, speculation, and other disruptive 
practices resulting from abnormal market conditions or scarcities caused 
by or contributing to the national emergency; to assure that defense 
appropriations are not dissipated by excessive prices; to protect persons 
with relatively fixed and limited incomes, consumers, wage earners, 
investors, and persons dependent on life insurance annuities, and pen- 
sions from undue impairment of their standard of living; to prevent 
hardships to persons engaged in business, to schools, universities, and 
other institutions, and to the federal, state, and local governments, 
which would result from abnormal increases in prices; to assist in 
securing adequate production of commodities and facilities; to prevent 
a post emergency collapse of values; to stabilize agricultural prices in 
the manner provided in section 3; and to permit voluntary cooperation 
between the government and producers, processors, and others to 
accomplish the aforesaid purposes."’ 

Certainly, increases in rates found by this Commission after due 
hearing and investigation to be just and reasonable and to be no 
greater than are necessary to insure the ability of the railroads to con- 
tinue to furnish adequate and efficient transportation service should 
require no independent investigation by the Office of Price Administra- 
tion to determine whether or not they are speculative, unwarranted 
and abnormal or involve profiteering. 


1. C. C. Act Not Repeated 


Clearly, Congress has charged the Office of Price Administration 
with no duty to maintain an adequate transportation system for effi- 
cient service to the country in this time of imperative war emergency. 
The enactment of the statute under which the Office of Price Adminis- 
tration is functioning was not intended to repeal the provisions of the 
interstate commerce act, under which it remains the duty of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission to see to it that the railroads of the coun- 
try earn sufficient revenue to enable them to provide the adequate and 
efficient transportation service so essential to our national welfare. 

2. On page 4 of the petition it is stated that increases upon the 
commodities specified therein ‘‘must not be permitted to become effec- 
tive even for a short while’’; that ‘‘the price structure on these commodi- 
ties is extremely sensitive’’; that ‘‘price ceilings have been established 
upon most of them, and price stabilization action has been taken on 
all of them’’; that ‘‘an increase of six per cent in transportation costs 
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via carriers on these commodities would necessitate immediate upwarg 
revision of these ceilings’’; and that ‘‘aside from. the tremendous 
administrative burden of such a revision, it would be extremely diff- 
cult, if not impossible, to regain the ground lost, and effect a downward 
revision corresponding to a subsequent exemption of the commodities 
wholly or partially from the increase permitted.’"’ The only conclusion 
to be drawn from that statement is that the Office of Price Administra- 
tion is endeavoring to induce the Commission to take action, at the 
expense of the railroads of the country and at the risk of impairment 
of an adequate and efficient national railroad transportation system, for 
the sole purpose of relieving that office of duties imposed upon it by 
statute. Stated in another way, it is asking the Commission to disre- 
gard all considerations named in the interstate commerce act to govern 
it in determining the reasonableness of rates and to make the matter 
of action or non-action by the Price Administrator in fixing price cejj- 
ings on particular commodities absolutely determinative of whether or 
not the rates on such commodities should or should not be increased, 
This in spite of the fact that the statute under which the Office of Price 
Administration is functioning contains no indication of an intent on the 
part of Congress to substitute the judgment of the Price Administrator, 
as to what rates should be maintained in order to facilitate his work in 
the fixing of price ceilings, for the judgment of the Commission itself, 
in the discharge of its duties and responsibilities under the interstate 
commerce act, as to what rates are just and reasonable and are neces- 
sary to insure the maintenance of an adequate transportation system, 


O. P. A. Petition Analysis 


3. The petition does not allege any changes in conditions since 
the conclusion of the hearings herein in support of its request for 
modification of the Commission’s order. It does not ask for further 
hearing to enable it to introduce additional evidence. It is thus, merely 
a petition for reconsideration by the Commission on the present record, 
It does not, however, allege a single error on the part of the Commis- 
sion in reaching its conclusion herein. As a matter of fact, it does not 
ask the Commission to set aside its order either in whole or in part 
but merely asks it to postpone its effective date with respect to the 
increases on particular commodities. Certainly such a petition finds 
no justification in the statement made by the Commission near the 
end of its report that ‘‘the record will be held open for the purpose 
of giving consideration to any necessary readjustments or corrections 
which the circumstances may warrant, if brought to attention in the 
manner prescribed in our rules of practice.’’ Aside from the fact 
to which attention has already been called that the petition in this 
instance does not conform to the Commission's rules of practice, it is 
clear that that statement of the Commission had reference to complaints 
or petitions presented to it after the authorized increases have actually 
gone into effect. It obviously had no reference to a petition seeking 
a drastic modification of the Commission’s order before it becomes 
effective, without any showing whatever of changed circumstances or 
conditions requiring such modification. 

4. The petition alleges that the commodities specified therein 
are vital to the national defense. The same may be said of the serv- 
ices which the railroads are furnishing. This being true, it is difficult 
to see why the Commission could be expected to give the concern of 
the Price Administrator over the adequacy of the prices fixed by him 
for such commodities precedence over its own concern as to the ade- 
quacy of the rates fixed by it for such services. After all, as previ- 
ously pointed out herein, it is the Commission and not the Office of 
Price Administration that is charged with the duty of maintaining 
a national system of transportation capable of rendering the adequate 
and efficient service which is necessary to the country in this time 
of war emergeney. It cannot lawfully abdicate that duty in favor of 
the Price Administrator or anyone else. 


Decline from January 


The railroads then set forth their estimate that what was 
involved was revenue of $41,000,000 on the basis of 1941 traffic. 
In that connection, they said, it should be remembered that 
the total increases granted by the Commission, including the 
increases in passenger fares (estimated by it as $46,000,000), 
fell far short of meeting the increased costs due to the in- 
crease in wages experienced by the railroads near the close 
of last year, to say nothing of substantial increases in other 
operating costs incurred by them and shown by the record. 
The wage increases alone for Class I railroads amounted to 
at least $331,000,000 per annum, they said. Continuing, the 
carriers said: 


Presumably the failure of the Commission to grant increases sul- 
ficient to meet in full even the increased operating expenses resulting 
from the wage increases is ascribable in some measure to the fact 
that it took into consideration in reaching its decision, as it had 4 
right to do under stipulation of record, the relatively favorable operat- 
ing results which were experienced by the railroads during January, 
1942. We call attention to the fact that the trend of traffic since the 
end of January has been by no means so favorable as it was during 
that month. For example, while the carloadings for that month (5 
weeks) showed an increase of 11.7 per cent over the corresponding 
period for 1941, the increase for February of this year (4 weeks) was 
8.9 per cent as compared with the same period last year and for the 
first week of March, which is the latest now available, the increas¢ 
over last year was only 3.8 per cent. 


Truckers Against Suspension 


The American Trucking Associations, Inc., asked the Com- 
mission to deny the O. P. A. petition and refuse to suspen 
any portion of its master tariff No. 2 issued by Agent C. F. 
Jackson, MF-I. C. C. No. 13 and I. C. C. No. 13 and any and 
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all connecting link supplements filed in conjunction therewith 
pointing out that the petition was directed to its master tariff 
and connecting link supplements and that it “goes only to two 
classes of commodities, petroleum products and scrap rubber.” 

In its decision in Ex Parte 148, the A. T. A. said, the 
Commission found that the motor carriers were in a serious 
financial state which was brought about largely by the increase 
in labor costs and the changing of the type of traffic being han- 
died. It said the motor carrier industry was not unmindful 
of the effect of increased rates on increased prices “and are 
sympathetic with the efforts of the Office of Price Administra- 
tion in their attempt to prevent unwarranted increases of 
prices and the inflationary effect that will result therefrom.” 


O. P. A. Before Railroad Committee 


Supplementing the rate reduction and anti-inflation plea 
presented by Dexter M. Keezer, administrative assistant of the 
Office of Price Administration, before the railroads’ joint freight 
rate readjustment committee in its meeting in New York March 
13 (see Traffic World, March 14), ten other O. P. A. repre- 
sentatives appeared before the committee with requests for 
elimination in whole or in part of the rate increases on specific 
commodities authorized in Ex Parte No. 148, Increased Rail- 
way Rates, Fares and Charges, 1942. 

About 100 were present at the hearing, including, besides 
the committee members and petitioners, counsel for various 
railroads and representatives of rate bureaus. 

Spokesmen for the O. P. A., in addition to Mr. Keezer, and 
the commodities on which they sought downward rate adjust- 
ments were: Peter A. Stone, lumber; Joseph H. Salmon, pe- 
troleum and its products; H. B. Blakemore and William Car- 
ney, sulphur; J. E. Lockwood, zinc and lead scrap; Kermit 
Gordon, zinc and lead concentrates; Olsen Hart, scrap rubber; 
George R. Taylor, copper scrap, and Roswell H. Whitman, 
scrap iron and pig iron. John H. Eisenhart, of the O. P. A. 
transportation division, attended the meeting. 


O. D. T. Views 


G. Lloyd Wilson, in the course of his presentation on behalf 
of the Office of Defense Transportation, read the following 
statement prepared by Director Eastman of the O. D. T.: 


The point of view of the Office of Price Administration with respect 
to the relationship of the railroad rate increases to inflation, the effects 
of freight rates on prices of specific commodities, and the position of 
the Office of Price Administration with respect to these matters have 
been presented by spokesmen for the Office of Price Administration. 

Apart from the effect of rate increases upon commodity prices 
which have been presented by the representatives of the Office of 
Price Administration, the Office of Defense Transportation is pe- 
culiarly concerned with the effects of the horizontal rate increases 
provided for in I. C. C. docket Ex Parte No. 148, Increased Railway 
Rates, Fares and Charges, 1942, upon certain movements of traffic upon 
which proposals for the adjustment of rates either have been made to 
the carriers or are presently to be made as proposals of the Office of 
Defense Transportation. The adjustment of these particular rates 
is made imperative because of the diversion of traffic which formerly 
moved via water carriers to rail, or by radical changes in the nature, 
volume and direction of the traffic. Proposals to adjust these rates 
will be made from time to time as required in the interest of national 
defense, and the movements of several commodities have been so 
radically altered that changes in the rates upon these commodities are 
imperative. The commodities of which we have present knowledge of 
these emergency needs include: 


(1) Crude sulphur, carloads, from shipping points in southeastern 
Texas and Louisiana to destinations on or adjacent to the north At- 
lantic seaboard in trunk line and New England territories. 


(2) Cement, carloads, from trunk line, C, F. A., southwestern and 
Southern territory shipping points to south Atlantic and Gulf ports. 
_ (3) Lumber and forest products, carloads, from Pacific coast ship- 
ping points to eastern ports formerly served by intercoastal steam- 
ship service. 

(4) Iron and steel scrap, carloads. It is essential that the present 
tates On iron and steel scrap be not increased in order that every 
available supply and reservoir of this critical material be made avail- 
able for the defense effort. 


In addition to these commodities and movements, we request that 
the rate upon iron and steel articles from various points of origin in 
fastern transcontinental groups to destinations in transcontinental ter- 
ritory not be increased until the pending proposal for the readjustment 
of rates on iron and steel articles to Pacific coast destinations before 
the Transcontinental Freight Bureau are concluded. 

It should be understood that the request for special treatment of 
the commodities mentioned does not include all the commodities which 
this office may from time to time bring to the attention of the car- 
"ers for necessary readjustment. We are asking at this time that 
the proposed increases in rates upon these commodities not be made 
and that procedure be devised by the carriers in collaboration with the 
Office of Defense Transportation for the prompt readjustment of such 
rates as the government may have an interest in because of the defense 
Program upon a basis mutually fair to the carriers and to the govern- 
ment and to the shippers and consignees affected. We do not share 
iy skepticism of those who have expressed doubt as to the efficacy 
of this committee plan of negotiating rate adjustments upon a fair and 
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constructive basis to care for the emergency conditions made necessary 
by the war. 

We urged that prompt and favorable consideration be given to 
these recommendations and to the specific proposals that will be made 
after the disposition has been made of the proposed increase in Ex 
Parte No. 148. 


Director Eastman said he had no comment to make on the 
O. P. A. petition, adding that the Office of Defense Transporta- 
tion had no interest in the situation from an inflationary stand- 

oint. 
Haskell Donoho, of the office of the solicitor in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, asked the committee to reduce to 3 per 
cent the level of the rate increases of 6 per cent on peanuts, 
cheese, and vegetable oils. 

Mr. Cleveland said March 17 that the railroad committee 
would reinstate the request of O. P. A. for elimination of the 
rate increases on the commodities named in the O. P. A. pe- 
tition, as submitted to the committee in New York, March 13. 
The request had been stricken, he said, because the O. P. A., 
by its petition to the Commission, had placed the matter in 
the hands of the Commission. Denial of the petition by the 
Commission, however, he said, permitted the request to be re- 
instated and it would be considered by the committee at its 
next meeting the date for which was to be fixed later. He 
said it was not true, as had been stated, that the railroads had 
“broken” with the O. P. A. Mr. Eisenhart said his office was 
awaiting for the railroad committee’s answer to the O. P. A. 
request for elimination of the specified increases. 


O. D. T. Explains 


Mr. Cleveland said the railroad committee also would 
consider the requests made by Dr. Wilson on behalf of Direc- 
tor Eastman. As to not making effective March 18 increases 
on certain commodities named by Dr. Wilson in his statement, 
however, the committee, in effect, denied the requests, it was 
pointed out, because it was not scheduled to meet again until 
after March 18. 


Director Eastman issued a statement March 17, he said, 
to prevent misunderstandings as to the position of O. D. T. 
with respect to transportation rate adjustments. It follows: 


The function of the division of rates of the Office of Defense 
Transportation is to see that rates are established via the various car- 
riers which will expedite the free flow of commodities necessary to 
the war effort. Because war conditions have caused dislocations in 
normal traffic movements, it is and will continue to be necessary to 
negotiate certain rates for particular movements. In such instances 
it may at times be necessary to request reductions in existing rates. 

Dr. G. Lloyd Wilson, director of the division of rates of the O.D.T., 
has requested rail carriers to consider adjustments in rates on crude 
sulphur shipped to eastern port cities. Crude sulphur formerly moved 
via coastwise steamship lines, but much of this traffic now moves by 
rail and at much higher rates. 

Similarly, Dr. Wilson has requested that rates be adjusted down- 
ward on transcontinental movements of lumber as well as on move- 
ments of cement from northern producing points to South Atlantic 
and Gulf ports for export. 

In current negotiations with the carriers, the O.D.T. has requested 
the carriers to refrain from increasing the transcontinental westbound 
rates on iron and steel articles and to waive the increases recently 
authorized by the Interstate Commerce Commission on iron and steel 
scrap, since an increase in the rate on this essential war material 
might have the effect of reducing the available supply. 

Dr. Wilson requested that increases on sulphur, lumber, and ce- 
ment not be made pending the presentation of a formal request for 
adjustments in these rates. 

These specific proposals to adjust rates have been made by the 
O.D.T. to the joint interterritorial railroad committee set up at the 
time of the hearings before the I. C. C. on the railroads’ proposal for 
a general increase in rates. As Dr. Wilson indicated at the recent 
meeting of the joint committee in New York City, it is hoped that 
these adjustments, and such addition] adjustments as may be necessary 
in the future, can be brought about through negotiation with this and 
other carrier committees. 


It was pointed out that the presentation of the O. P. A. 
rested on the contention that increases in freight rates would 
increase the tendency toward inflation, while the O. D. T. was 
interested in obtaining rates, as stated by Mr. Eastman, that 
would expedite the free flow of commodities necessary to the 
war effort. One of the principal rate problems, as seen by 
O. D. T., relates to the movement of traffic by land which for- 


merly moved by water at rates considerably under the pub- 
lished rail rates. 


Steel Prices and Increased Rates 


Calling the 6 per cent increase in rates authorized by the 
Commission in Ex Parte 148 a “transportation surcharge,” the 
Office of Price Administration, in a statement relating to iron 
and steel scrap prices, said steel mills might pay the “new 6 
per cent transportation surcharge,” effective March 18, and 
the additional freight charge added to the price the consumer 
paid for iron and steel scrap. 
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“This emergency charge,” said O. P. A., “which is effective 
for the duration of the war and to a period six months there- 
after, does not represent a change in the basic rate structure.” 

In all cases, said O. P. A., the “new emergency transporta- 
tion charge must be shown as a separate item in the billing.” 

The O. P. A. ruling permits consumers to pay the rate in- 
creases on cast iron scrap. If both rail and water routes are 
available, the maximum transportation charges which may be 
added to the shipping point price may not exceed the charges 


which would apply if the cheapest available facility were 
employed. 


State Action on Rates 


The Ohio commission has authorized railroads and motor 
carriers operating in that state to increase their intrastate 
freight charges as authorized interstate for railroads in Ex 
Parte 148, with exceptions as follows: No increase in excess of 
3 per cent for transportation in line-haul service of (a) iron 
furnace refuse material, including slag, cinder and spillings; 
(b) ashes, cinders, slag and mill refuse, having no commercial 
value, for wasting purposes only; (c) ashes, cinders, and slag 
having commercial value; (d) sand of all kinds, including inter 
alia, glass, moulding, silica, ground or pulverized, sand, and 
(e) loam. The commission stated affirmatively it approved an 
increase of 3 per cent in the present rates and charges for 
= faecaeaaaa in line-haul service, of the commodities named 
above. 

State commissions which have granted authority to rail 
carriers to make advances in their intrastate freight rates cor- 
responding to those permitted interstate in Ex Parte 148, in 
addition to fhose previously announced, according to advices 
received by John E. Benton. general solicitor of the National 
Association of Railroad and Utilities Commission, are: Mis- 
souri, Pennsylvania, except as to rates for the transportation 
of unprepared or condemned coal from the mines to the break- 
ers; Maryland; New Hampshire; New Mexico; and South 
Dakota, except as to carload rates on sugar and sugar beets. 

The Minnesota commission has denied an application of 
motor carriers for authority to increase their intrastate pas- 
senger fares. The Ohio commission has authorized the Pull- 
man Company to increase its present existing intrastate sleep- 
ing car and parlor car rates, fares and charges by 10 per cent. 


O. P. A. and Petroleum Rates 


Atlantic seaboard marketers and shippers of petroleum 
and petroleum products have been asked by the Office of 
Price Administration to attend a conference in Washington 
March 23 to discuss the effects of the Ex Parte 148 increases 
on the industry. The O. P. A. said questions essential to its 


fuel division study of the transportation rate situation would 
be discussed. 


Pullman Fares Increase 


- While Commissioners Mahaffie and Patterson discussed, 
in their concurring expressions in Ex Parte No. 150, Increased 
Pullman Fares and Charges, 1942 (see Traffic World, March 
14), the pros and cons of the effect of the abolition of free 
passes, the Commission disposed of the matter on a revenue 
and expense basis. Commissioner Johnson joined Commis- 
sioner Mahaffie in his view that if the Pullman company 
abolished free passes “it might not be far wrong to assume 
that the entire 10 per cent increase now sought would be un- 
necessary if the applicant collected its tariff charges for all 
and not merely a part of the service it furnishes.” 

The Commission said the main support for the increase 
rested on the need of increased revenue by reason of recent 
increases in wages and the cost of materials and supvlies. It 
estimated that the Pullman company. for 1941. would suffer 
a reduction in net operating income from $2,351,662 (the net 
for 1940) to about $571,000 or a return based on value of only 
0.41 per cent. The report said it was estimated that the in- 
crease proposed (and allowed in the report), would produce 
additional revenue of $6,171,186, of which $2,979,417 would be 
payable to railroads under operating contracts and $989,417 
as additional income taxes, leaving the company a net increase 
of about $2,202,252. In 1941, the report said, 96.44 per cent 
of the revenue was paid out for expenses and taxes. 

According to the report the increase sought would subject 
about 67 per cent of the berth passengers to an increase of 30 
cents or less and about 75 per cent to an increase of about 35 
cents or less. The Pullman company, the report said, was con- 
fident that such an increase would not serve in any material de- 
gree as a deterrent to traffic. 

There was no indication, said the report, that the Pull- 
man common carrier service was not being operated efficiently 
and economically. The company in its presentation said that 
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because of the uncertainty as to the future volume of troop 
movements it felt unable to make any intelligent estimate as 
to the probable traffic volume or gross revenue this year as 
compared with previous years. Owing to the low rates at 
which troops on government orders moved, the irregularity of 
the service and the large proportion of idle time to which cars 
in that service were ordinarily subjected, the profit, if any, 
from that service was small, said the report. ; 

Accordingly, said the report, it was a fair estimate that 
while the gross might be somewhat greater than in 1941, its 
net operating income would probably be less. 7 

“It is important, especially in the present national emer. 
gency,” says the report, “that these services be maintained 
at the maximum of efficiency. Petitioner can not be expected 
to continue to pay in expenses and taxes more than 96 cents 
out of every dollar earned, as it did in the last four years, and 
in addition bear increased wages and payroll taxes of about 
$6,000,000 annually, not to mention increased costs of materials 
and supplies without jeopardizing the maximum war effort. 
Plainly, some increase in revenue is necessary and the increase 
sought appears to us to be no greater than is required. As 
stated, it will probably raise the annual rate of return to no 
more than 1.91 per cent of value.” 

Commissioner Mahaffie said a portion, at most one-half of 
the increase, was justified but not the total. He said that while 
the applicant had proved the inadequacy of its earnings, it had 
not made a convincing showing that it was economically oper- 
ated. To the extent it had failed to stop revenue leaks, he said, 
its present request should be discounted. He pointed to the 
fact that the company gave free passes to 464,293 passengers 
in 1940, equal to about 3 per cent of its traffic. but in value 
much larger than that. 

People with passes entitling them to drawing room space, 
he observed, were not likely to utilize either the less expensive 
tourist facilities or upper berths. Also having free railroad 
transportation, such persons, Commissioner Mahaffie said, the 
Pullman service furnished was not only much more valuable 
but because it was free the journey was likely to be much 
longer than the average. It was clear. said the concurrence, 
that the public must support the Pullman service by the fares 
it pays and that the free service furnished a selected list could 
— result in increasing proportionately the cost to those who 
did pay. 

A large proportion of the recinients of Pullman bounty, 
Commissioner Mahaffie said, were officers or directors of Class 
TI railroads or members of their families. Pullman, the con- 
currence pointed out, had contracts with practically al] Class I 
railroads for the use of its equipment. In addition, its affiliated 
manufacturing company was one of the largest builders of 
railroad equinment, that company having extensive dealings 
with many of the railroad companies. It added that to the 
extent there was bargaining as to these contracts and purchases 
it necessarily was handled on behalf of the railroads and their 
officers and directors. 

“Under these circumstances,” adds the concurrence, “the 
propriety of extending to persons in such positions free privi- 
leres of considerable monetary value might well have con- 
sideration.” 


Commissioner Patterson, in his concurrence, said the 
Pullman comnvanv should also increase its subnormal rates to 
the normal level. The reference was to charges between 
New York and Chicago that are reminders of the time when 
there was a sleeping and parlor car company in that part of 
the country other than the Pullman. As to free passes he 
said they always had been regarded as part of the compensa- 
tion of officers and employes and were not adverse to the 
public interest. He added that railroad emploves were not per- 
mitted to reserve Pullman space and that when they got ac- 
commodations they occupied space which would not otherwise 
be used. Railroad officers, he said, frequently used Pullman 
space instead of their office cars and that that expense would 
not be saved if free transvortation were eliminated. He said 
he was sure no fewer Pullmans would he operated. and 
that the revenue effect of the elimination of all reduced rate 
or all free transportation, as estimated by Commissioner Ma- 
haffie. was “greatly exaggerated.” 

Under the plans of the Pullman comnany the 10 per cent 
increase in its fares and charges granted by the Commission 
in Ex Parte No. 150. will become effective April 1. The Com- 
mission’s report authorized the company to make the addition 
to the fares and charges on ten days’ notice. 

It was necessary, however. for the company to obtain per- 
mission to disregard tariff publishing rules and relief from the 
aggregate of intermediates part of the fourth section before 
the tariffs could be filed. Applications therefor were made by 
the company. 

Fourth section relief was deemed necessary on account 


Mare 


of a 
the ¢ 
rates 
woul 
vaili: 
of it 
bert! 
in P 
an i 


incr 
for 
tabl. 
of tl 


frei; 
car 

It v 
tota 
tota 


Pac 
ban 
12 ¢ 
Ass 
dat 
ice 

live 
sior 
it | 
stor 
sor 
14, 


ste 
est 


19. 


st 


ORLD 


. troop 
late as 
ear as 
ates at 
ity of 
ch cars 
if any, 


te that 
941, its 


- emer- 
ntained 
kpected 
5 cents 
rs, and 
' about 
aterials 

effort. 
ncrease 
od. As 
1 to no 


half of 
t while 
it had 
y oper- 
1€ said, 
to the 
sengers 
1 value 


| space, 
pensive 
ailroad 
‘id, the 
aluable 
> much 
irrence, 
e fares 
t could 
se who 


bounty, 
f Class 
he con- 
Class I 
Ffiliated 
Jers of 
lealings 
to the 
rchases 
id their 


e, “the 
e privi- 
ye con- 


‘id the 
‘ates to 
yetween 
e when 
part of 
sses he 
npensa- 
to the 
1ot per- 
got ac- 
herwise 
ullman 
» would 
He said 
d. and 
ed rate 
er Ma- 


er cent 
mission 
e Com- 
iddition 


iin per- 
‘om the 

before 
rade by 


account 


March 21, 1942 


of a moral certainty that the various states would not act on 
the company’s application for permission to increase the state 
rates in time to make the new ones operative April 1. Relief 
would be necessary on account of an illustrative situation pre- 
vailing in Pennsylvania. A combination under the aggregate 
of intermediates, from Philadelphia to Chicago, for a lower 
berth would be $6.15. It would be composed of a state fare 
in Pennsylvania of $2.65 from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh and 
an interstate fare from Pittsburgh to Chicago, of $3.50. __ 

The present interstate fare from Philadelphia to Chicago 
increased 10 per cent would be $6.40. The fourth section relief 
for which the company applied would make it possible to es- 
tablish an interstate fare of that figure, although in excess 
of the aggregate of intermediates. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 


U. S. railroads reported an average daily surplus of 58,314 
freight cars for the week ended March 14, according to the 
car service division of the Association of American Railroads. 
It was made up as follows: Plain box, 17,898; auto box, 3,160; 
total box, 21,058; flat, 2,021; gondola, 8,193; hopper, 11,018; 
total coal, 19,211; and miscellaneous, 16,024. 


SERVICE ORDER CONTROL OF TRAFFIC 


The Commission has denied the petition of Eastern Meat 
Packers Association dated February 13, petitions of the Ala- 
bama Public Service Commission and others dated February 
12 and March 3, and the petition of the National Wool Growers 
Association and American National Live Stock Association 
dated February 7, for reconsideration and modification of serv- 
ice order No. 68 so far as it relates to the transportation of 
live stock (see Traffic World, March 7, p. 642). The Commis- 
sion dealt with the subject in car service order No. 71, wherein 
it prescribed a rule to govern the furnishing of cars for live 
stock in instances in which carriers were unable to furnish the 
sort of car ordered, effective April 1 (see Traffic World, March 
14, p. 710). 


Revenue Freight Loading 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended March 14, 
totaled 799,356 cars, according to the Association of American 
Railroads. The increase above the corresponding week in 1941 
was 39,749 cars or 5.2 per cent, and above the same week in 
1940 was 179,968 cars or 29.1 per cent. 

Loading of revenue freight the week ended March 14 
increased 28,659 cars or 3.7 per cent above the preceding week. 

All districts reported increases compared with the cor- 
responding week in 1941 except the Eastern and Pocahontas. 
All districts reported increases over 1940. 


1942 1941 1940 
WE, OE POMBEE 6 oc 5cns v6 nnsiceee 3,858,273 3,454,409 3,215,565 
4 weeks of February ............... 3,122,773 2,866,565 2,465,685 
WOU “GE WEREO FT ccc ccnccsccsccawe 770,697 742,617 620,596 
WG OE BORN BE cccivcanvetnccvecs 799,356 759,607 619,388 
oe eee erp eri 8,551,099 7,823,198 6,921,234 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended March 
14 and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 6,619 and 6,746; live 
stock, 958 and 1,105; coal, 31,217 and 33,859; coke, 3,639 and 4,290; for- 
est products, 2,146 and 1,981; ore, 2,233 and 1,725; merchandise, L. C. L., 
40,254 and 41,159; miscellaneous, 79,673 and 81,057; total, 1942, 166,739; 
1941, 171,922; 1940, 136,954. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,539 and 4,182; live 
stock, 816 and 847; coal, 42,405 and 43,311; coke, 6,441 and 6,158; forest 
products, 1,135 and 972; ore, 2,641 and 4,118; merchandise, L. C. L., 
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28,969 and 29,966; miscellaneous, 89,057 and 82,460; total, 1942, 176,003; 
1941, 172,014; 1940, 126,534. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 212 and 263; live 
stock, 49 and 100; coal, 38,891 and 39,088; coke, 646 and 650; forest 
products, 895 and 637; ore, 80 and 358; merchandise, L. C. L., 4,564 and 
5,971; miscellaneous, 8,044 and 7,437; total, 1942, 53,381; 1941, 54,504; 
1940, 45,202. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,652 and 2,339; live 
stock, 906 and 879; coal, 20,762 and 23,009; coke, 672 and 445; forest 
products, 16,115 and 12,975; ore, 1,855 and 1,406; merchandise, L. C. L., 
25,487 and 28,413; miscellaneous, 61,970 and 48,146; total, 1942, 130,419; 
1941, 172,014; 1940, 126,534. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 11,325 and 8,172; 
live stock, 2,364 and 2,385; coal, 6,717 and 6,285; coke, 2,037 and 2,034; 
forest products, 13,894 and 11,052; ore, 431 and 452; merchandise, L. C. 
L., 15,995 and 18,922; miscellaneous, 39,459 and 35,101; total, 1942, 92,222; 
1941, 84,403; 1940, 72,067. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,082 and 7,386; 
live stock, 4,854 and 4,114; coal, 11,372 and 11,726; coke, 217 and 420; 
forest products, 8,096 and 7,185; ore, 5,115 and 4,929; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 22,424 and 24,550; miscellaneous, 55,996 and 46,563; total, 1942, 
117,156; 1941, 106,873; 1940, 95,182. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,804 and 3,474; 
live stock, 921 and 759; coal, 4,248 and 4,968; coke, 103 and 124; forest 
products, 5,205 and 4,642; ore, 355 and 277; merchandise, L. C. L., 9,128 
and 10,305; miscellaneous, 39,672 and 27,730; total, 1942, 63,436; 1941, 
52,279; 1940, 46,185. 


Shipper’s Right to Route 


A special committee of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Kansas City, Mo., appointed to investigate the car service sug- 
gestions made by Commissioner Johnson, including the pro- 
posal to eliminate shipper’s right to route freight, has prepared 
a report which has been submitted to the commissioner and 
Director Eastman, of the O. D. T. 

“We strongly oppose the elimination of this right (right 
to route) as it could not be denied shippers unless an elaborate 
setup were made to control routing, terminals consolidated, 
tariffs revised to permit application of lowest rate, and fullest 
transit privileges regardless of route actually used,” said the 
— “Otherwise, demoralization of business will re- 
sult.” 

The committee also opposed proposed cancellation of the 
average agreement because the agreement tended to speed 
release of equipment; it opposed placing of intra-plant cars on 
straight demurrage because there seemed to be no practical 
difference between inter-plant and intra-plant movement and 
assessment of straight demurrage would not expedite loading 
or unloading, and said loading and unloading of cars on a seven- 
day week basis would be impractical unless labor were placed 
on a seven-day week basis without excessive penalty for over- 
time. 


The shipper’s right to route, provided by law, said the 
committee, was a very valuable right, enabling the individual 
shipper or receiver to route his freight via the lines he con- 
sidered would give him the best service or were best suited 
for his operations. It could not be disputed there were abuses 
or instances where traffic meved via very indirect lines, said 
the committee, but it contended the exceptions related to a 
small proportion of the traffic because traffic would naturally 
seek the most efficient operations. 


If the right to route were taken from the shipper, it said, 
there must be an expensive setup made to handle the routing 
and direct the flow of traffic. This would probably entail the 
consolidation of terminals like Kansas City to enable the sign- 
ing of bills of lading by responsible parties, it said. Consolida- 
tion of terminals would be necessary so as to direct the cars 
immediately into various makeup yards, where trains could be 
made up with regard to destinations, commodities, etc., the 
movements of which were to be assigned to the various car- 
riers, said the committee. There could be no efficient tracing 





Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, March 14 


Grain and Live 
Grain Prod. Stock Coa: 
1942 38,233 10,868 155,612 
Total all roads March 14........ 1941 32,562 10,189 162,246 
1940 =. 31,577 10,639 126,575 
Preceding week Mar. 7..........+: 1942 38,356 10,689 145,373 
Per cent increase Over.........++. 1941 17.4 6.7 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1941 4.1 
Per cent increase over .........- 1940 21.1 22 22.9 
Per cent decrease under ........ 1940 
1942 442,231 128,211 1,727,339 
Cumulative 11 weeks to Mar. 14 { 1941 336,794 118,413 1,663,799 
| 1940 338,218 126,358 1,601,824 
Per cent increase over............ 1941 31.3 8.3 3.8 
Per cent decrease under.......... 1941 
Per cent increase over .......... 1940 30.8 15 7.8 
Per cent decrease under ........ 1940 


_ 


Per cent to 15 year average, 112.9. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke Products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
13,755 47,486 12,710 146,821 373,871 799,356 
14,121 39,444 13,265 159,286 328,494 759,607 

9,044 30,877 10,485 147,527 252,664 619,388 
13,764 43.137 13,341 148,519 357,518 770,697 
20.4 13.8 5.2 

2.6 4.2 7.8 
52.1 53.8 21.2 48.0 29.1 

5 
155,971 483,467 143,451 1,603,031 3,867,398 8,551,099 
151,974 417,674 139,022 1,643,959 3,351,563 7,823,198 
120,817 330,721 108,234 1,571,164 2,723,898 6,921,234 
2.6 15.8 3.2 15.4 9.3 

2.5 
29.1 46.2 32.5 2.0 42.0 23.5 
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of car movements because the direction of traffic would be 
done by an organization, with no close contact with and no 
responsibility to shippers, it said. Inasmuch as the road haul 
line was supposed to furnish the equipment, it would be im- 
possible for the shippers to order cars for outbound movements 
unless there were a car pool so that the railroad equipment 
could move anywhere without penalty, it said. 

As alternatives to the suggestions the committee proposed 
that a campaign be carried on by the Commission, Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, shipper regional advisory boards 
and others, to obtain the objectives sought. It said individual 
instances of indirect routings should be investigated and other 
delays scrutinized and brought vigorously to the attention of 
the parties responsible therefor. 

The committee was composed of G. E. Flanders, chair- 
man; S. T. Henson, H. W. Hinrichs, R. Steinacker, and E. S. 
Washburn. 

In a letter to E. F. Lacey, executive secretary, National 
Industrial Traffic League, with respect to Commission John- 
son’s suggestion that consideration be given to elimination of 
the shipper’s right to route freight, K. A. Moore, general traffic 
manager, Automobile Manufacturers Association, said he was 
“sure the League’s special committee will hold out for preser- 
vation of shipper’s right to route.” Mr. Moore said exercise 
of the right to route was essential to keep the plants of the 
country running without a break in production or loss of time 
to workmen. 

“The ability to divert or reconsign, by a manufacturer 
with widely scattered assembly plants, has been of incalcu- 
lable value,” said he. “In times of emergency, shipments of 
standardized parts and material can be redirected in transit 
to meet a pressing situation. . It will be the traffic man- 
ager’s job to keep this process working. He can do it if he 
knows how shipments are traveling and where to locate them 
on a moment’s notice. It will be impossible to keep an even 
flow of parts and material if shipments are made on a hit-or- 
miss basis or by permitting the originating carrier to select 
routes. No bill clerk or rate clerk in a railroad office is suffi- 
ciently informed by experience to determine the best service 
routes. Traffic managers can be depended upon to utilize the 
fastest and best service.” 


Routing of Freight 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I have read your several editorials wherein you advocate 
that the right to route freight traffic be taken away from the 
shipper. I do not agree with you. 

Based on experience gained in a railroad local freight 
office, in a yard office, during World War I and in recent years 
as representing a large group of shippers, I am convinced that 
the quickest way to bring about delays, congestion, and chaos 
is to transfer the routing of carload freight from the shipper 
to the railroad bill clerk. There are practical reasons why 
that is so. 

I represent 62 basic industries who collectively ship tens 
of thousands of cars annually. My representation, in most in- 
stances, is in a consulting capacity. 

I do not make a living out of the routing of freight traffic. 
Years ago, I adopted the policy of having nothing to do with 
routing, except to check routes desired to be used by the shipper 
to determine whether or not the rates were applicable. 

A. J. Ribe, Traffic Manager. 
Birmingham, Ala., March 13, 1942. 





Editor The Traffic World: 

Your articles on routing of freight by the shipper, to our 
way of thinking, display so little practical Knowledge of all of 
the reasons behind the shipper’s right to route freight that we 
cannot help but take issue with you. 

Your articles have always been of a general nature and 
not one has offered a practical suggestion for adoption in lieu 
of the shipper’s right to route freight. 

Have you ever stopped to analyze the possible effect dep- 
rivation of the shipper’s right to route freight might have on 
the “in-transit” operations of thousands of small industries 
throughout the United States? Or maybe you have and you 
just don’t care to see small business exist and would like to 
see it all in the hands of a few comparatively large corpora- 
tions. Maybe, in the interests of efficiency, it would be a good 
idea to have all business magazines including The Traffic World, 
published by one concern with one staff. 

One of your principal arguments against the shipper’s right 
to route is “circuitous routing.” In our opinion, that has been 
more or less of a nightmare on your part and on the part of 
some of the other proponents of the limitation. The average 
bona fide traffic man, at least in the last ten or fifteen years, 
has been fully cognizant of the need of his sales department 
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and customers for service and, regardless of what his feelings 
might be for any railroad or railroad representative, he has 
been forced to use service routes which, incidentally, aren’t 
always the short mileage lines. We could give you some very 
specific examples of that sort in this letter, if it weren’t for 
the fact that it would be necessary to mention names. We will 
be only too glad to mention names and instances to you verbally, 
and be perfectly willing to back them up with facts. 

We are for your program of winning the war at all costs 
and of always trying to do the right thing, but we believe the 
details and policies of traffic management should be left to 
those who know the most about its practical application—to 
wit, traffic managers, their employers, the transportation com- 
panies, and the Commission. This is a free country but, after 
all, we sometimes get fed up with hearing a lot of so-called 
unsupported recommendations or whatever you want to call 
them, from those who are not what we call practical trans- 
portation men, but theorists. We don’t want theorists in trans- 
portation any more than you want them in government. The 
shoemaker should stick to his last. 

George A. McElroy, 
G. T. M., Ceco Steel Products Corp. 
Chicago, Ill., March 14, 1942. 





Editor The Traffic World: 

Your editorial of March 7, “Routing of Freight,” includes 
at least one question—what can be the objection to depriving 
the shipper of the right to route his freight, the final disposi- 
tion of which could seriously affect the present war effort? 

Those of us charged with the responsibility of maintaining 
a flow of material into war production plants must know, in 
every possible instance, exactly where every piece or lot of 
material is at all times during its journey from source to desti- 
nation. Our present efforts are built and maintained on the 
premise that we do know where our material is, and to deprive 
us of the mechanics which make possible the maintenance of 
such knowledge would produce a condition bordering on chaos. 
Successful prosecution of the war effort simply will not permit 
leaving these matters to chance—or, what would be equally 
tragic, leaving us dangling in uncertainty until the material 
finally arrives. 

Vultee Aircraft, Inc., Nashville Division, 
C. P. Shropshire, Traffic Manager. 
Nashville, Tenn., March 17, 1942. 


Diversion and Reconsignment Rules 


Proposals for changes in diversion and reconsignment rules 
were under consideration at a public hearing of the National 
Diversion and Reconsignment Committee at Chicago, March 17. 
Eugene Morris, chairman of the committee, presided. A con- 
siderable number of shippers, including members of the di- 
version and reconsignment committee of the National In- 
dustrial Traffic League and its chairman, G. H. Shafer, general 
traffic manager, General Timber Service, St. Paul, Minn., at- 
tended. Questions raised by railroads concerning the applica- 
tion of the rules under Service Order 70 were not discussed 
because they had been raised too late. The same was true 
regarding questions raised by a decision of the Supreme Court 
in Oregon-Washington Railroad and Navigation Company vs. 
C. M. Kopp Company, declaring an agreement by station agents 
to notify shipper of accomplishment of diversion, in the absence 
of a covering tariff rule, to be discriminatory and void (see 
Traffic World, February 21, p. 507), and a number of proposals 
for modification of Rule 6. 

Generally, there was no objection to changes in working, 
for clarification, in Rules 15 and 16, and paragraph I(b) of 
Rule 50. A number of other proposals, including those in para- 
graph (f) of the conditions and in paragraph (d) of Rule 5, 
were held over for further study by shippers. There was, 
however, objection to changes in paragraph (c) of Rule 5, 
covering changes in destination, the effect of which would be to 
remove from consideration as a second change under paragraph 
(b) shipments that have had a previous change “if stopped at 
a point short of billed destination for any purpose.” 

Proposed additions of paragraphs under the rules for ap- 
plication, covering dead freight, green or fresh fruits and 
vegetables, and coal and coke, were withdrawn for rewording 
by the A. A. R. diversion and reconsignment committee. 


COMMENDATION FOR RAILROADS 

Representative Beiter, of New York, in extension of re- 
marks in the Congressional Record, said the railroads were 
performing “brilliant service in the conduct of the war.” He 
commended the activities of the Association of American Rail- 
roads, saying it was an indispensable agency—indispensable not 
to the railroads alone but to government departments and to 
Congress in dealing with transportation questions. 
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Defense Transportation Office 


A complete organization of his division of motor trans- 
port has been announced by Director Eastman. Prior to that 
announcement the division consisted of the director, John L. 
Rogers, a member of the Commission, whose designation as 
such was given public notice six or seven weeks ago; Mr. 
Rogers, as then stated, will not resign as a member of the 
Commission. He expects to find time to do his work as a com- 
missioner and supervise the work of the Division of Motor 
Transport. 

Ultimately, it is the idea that the organization on the 
Pacific coast set up by Commissioner Rogers immediately after 
the Pearl Harbor disaster will be incorporated in the field 
force of the division of motor transport. Commissioner Rogers 
set up that plan for the handling of motor transport, acting 
in his capacity as a commissioner and a consultant on the staff 
of Ralph Budd, the transportation commissioner in the Office 
of Emergency Management. The organization of the division 
and appointments to the top positions as announced by Director 
Eastman follow: 


Ray G. Atherton has been appointed associate director, in charge 
of the field organization of the division. H. Richard Stickel has been 
named executive assistant to John L. Rogers, director of the division. 

Eight sections have been established within the division. The 
sections, with the chiefs in charge and the duties assigned to each 
section, are as follows: 

Allocation and materials section—H. H. Kelly. Administration of 
rationing program for trucks and other commercial vehicles and motor 
vehicle materials, in cooperation with War Production Board. 

Vehicle maintenance section—William J. Cumming. Administration 
of motor vehicle maintenance program, including maintenance inspec- 
tion of commercial vehicles in cooperation with inspection agencies of 
state governments. 

Tire maintenance section—Robert D. Thomas. Development of a 
program of preventive maintenance of tires and tubes. 

Petroleum carrier section—Sam F. Niness. Coordination of the 
transportation of petroleum products by tank trucks to assure maximum 
efficiency in the utilization of equipment. 

Operations, property carriers—Edward J. Buhner. Coordination of 
intercity trucking operations and local cartage operations to briny 
about maximum utilization of equipment. 

Operations, passenger carriers—Robert E. Maxwell. Coordination 
of services of line-haul motor buses. 

Farm vehicle section—-Robert A. Hicks. Development of a program 
to bring about efficient utilization of farm automotive equipment. 


Local delivery section—Edmund M. Brady. Coordination of retail 
and consumer truck deliveries to conserve equipment through elimina- 
tion of duplication and overlapping. 

Field offices are soon to be established by the Division of Motor 
Transport in cities throughout the country, and the administration of 
the various motor vehicle programs undertaken by the division will be 
highly decentralized. 


Mr. Atherton, associate director in charge of the field organization, 
at the time of his appointment was district director of the Bureau of 
Motor Carriers of the Interstate Commerce*Commission, in charge of 
the district comprising Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Louisiana. For ten 
years he was secretary of the Associated Motor Carriers of Oklahoma. 
His principal assistant will be Alvin S. McEvoy, former district super- 
visor, Bureau of Motor Carriers, I. C. C. Before joining the staff of the 
I, C. C. in 1936, Mr. McEvoy held various positions with private motor 
bus and truck operators in Milwaukee, Wis. 


Mr. Stickel, executive assistant to Mr. Rogers, came to the O. D. T. 
from the I. C. C. At the time of his appointment he was district 
director of the Bureau of Motor Carriers, in charge of the district 
made up of Delaware, Maryland, and eastern Pennsylvania. He entered 
public service in 1919 with the engineering division of the Pennsylvania 
Department of Highways. In 1925 he assisted in the reorganization 
of the Pennsylvana State Bureau of Motor Vehicles, becoming Its 
director in 1932. 


Following is a list of section chiefs, their assistants, and the posi- 
tion held by each before joining the O. D. T. Division of Motor Trans- 
port: 

H. H. Kelly was formerly chief of the section of safety, Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, I. C. C. 


_ Leon F. Banigan, assistant to Mr. Kelly, was manager of the Na- 
tional Council of Private Motor Truck Owners, Inc. 


William J. Cumming was formerly employed in the maintenance 

~~ ated department of the Surface Transportation Co., New York 
y. 

Robert D. Thomas was district sales manager for the Firestone 
Tire and Rubber Co., with headquarters at Columbus, O. 

_ Sam F. Niness has been vice-president of the Leaman Transporta- 
tion Co., Downingtown, Pa. 

Edward J. Buhner was president of the Silver Fleet Motor Express, 
os and partner in E, J. Buhner Co., distributors of petroleum prod- 
cts, 

Ellis T. Longnecker, who will assist Mr. Buhner, has been district 
Supervisor, Bureau of Motor Carriers, I. C. C., with headquarters at 
Los Angeles, Calif. 

. ns E. Maxwell was formerly treasurer of the Greyhound Cor- 
oration, 

Robert A. Hicks held an executive position in an insurance firm at 
Cincinnati, O., specializing in automotive equipment. 
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Edmund M. Brady, an attorney, has been engaged in general trans- 
portation practice in Detroit, Mich. 


Curtailment of Passes 


Director Eastman, in a letter to J. J. Pelley, president, 
Association of American Railroads, has asked the railroads to 
tighten up restrictions on the issuance of passes in order to 
conserve passenger space. 

“A heavy increase in passenger traffic on railroads and 
motor bus lines is to be expected in future months,” said Mr. 
Eastman in a statement in which he announced sending the 
letter to Mr. Pelley. 

Increases in military and civilian passenger traffic would 
result from various changes, including the shifting of traffic 
from automobiles because of lack of tires to trains and busses, 
said he. Another complication was that the carriers would 
find it difficult to obtain new passenger-carrying equipment in 
view of the demands of war production. Continuing, he said: 


What these factors add up to is that railroads and bus lines prob- 
ably will be unable to meet all demands for civilian passenger service 
in coming months. This means that ‘‘travel as usual’’ will no longer 
be possible, just as it has proved impossible in other warring nations. 

So far the carriers have been able to meet the over-all demand for 
accommodations, but passenger loads on some lines are already ap- 
proaching capacity. From now on, therefore, self-imposed restrictions 
on non-essential travel will be in order. Conventions, pleasure trips, 
vacations, or other activities involving non-essential travel should not 
be planned without consulting railroad or bus companies. 

The Office of Defense Transportation has been advised by some 
recreational interests that they are encouraging vacations at places close 
to home, so that travel is confined to a minimum. In present circum- 
stances, this approach seems to be sensible and realistic. 

President Roosevelt has expressed the view that ‘‘recreation as 
usual’’ should be limited to such activities as serve to promote the 
national war effort. The Office of Defense Transportation is not 
primarily set up to evaluate vacations and recreational needs. It is 
obvious, however, that vacations and recreational activities neces- 
sitating travel which might interfere with more essential transporta- 
tion needs do not promote the war effort. 

This office is highly sympathetic with the growing practice of 
staggering vacations over the entire year. The old custom of con- 
fining vacations to the months of July and August causes a travel peak 
which, under present conditions, the carriers could not satisfactorily 
meet. Staggered vacations and voluntary curtailment of travel will be 
helpful in spreading the load without overtaxing transportation facili- 
ties. We believe that a word of warning is necessary at this time in 
order to encourage advance planning of recreational activities and to 
prevent disappointments. Voluntary restrictions on travel may serve 
to postpone the need for more drastic measures which might be taken 
if facilities become overtaxed. 

It may be necessary in the future to restrict large-scale civilian 
passenger movements at certain periods or in certain areas. Accord- 
ingly, the dates or places of conventions and meetings already sche- 
uled may have to be changed. Some of these gatherings may have to 
be postponed indefinitely. Organizers and managers of conventions 
should consult bus and railroad officials well in advance and stay in 
constant touch with the carriers in order to be able to make last- 
minute changes in plans. 

No general rationing of rail or bus passenger tickets is contem- 
plated, however, for the immediate future. 

I have asked the railroads to cooperate in conserving passenger 
space by tightening up existing restrictions on the issuance of passes 
and to take steps to ensure that existing passenger-carrying equipment 
is used at full efficiency. 


Scope of Regions 


V. V. Boatner, director of the division of rail transport, 
O. D. T., has defined the scope of the regions in which the 
associate directors of the division recently named took charge 
(see Traffic World, March 7, p. 643 and March 14, p. 709), and 
has assigned the functions of an executive assistant director 
to John W. Barriger, who was named as an associate director. 

The eastern region, in charge of W. G. Curren, will em- 
brace all territory east of the Indiana-Illinois state line (includ- 
ing that part of Michigan east of Lake Michigan), and north 
of the Ohio and Potomac Rivers to the Canadian border, except 
that in Chicago all territory in the Chicago switching district 
will be under the western region, and all of the District of 
Columbia will be under the southern region. The entire states 
of Pennsylvania and Maryland will be in the eastern region. 

The western region, in charge of C. E. Johnston, will em- 
brace the lines south of the Canadian border and west of Lake 
Michigan and west of the Indiana-Illinois state line and the 
Ohio and Mississippi Rivers, following the west shore of the 
Mississippi River to the Gulf, except that at New Orleans the 
entire New Orleans port area including the west bank of the 
river will be under the southern region. 

The southern region, in charge of J. M. Hood, will have as 
a northern boundary a line following the Ohio and Potomac 
Rivers to the Atlantic seaboard, including the District of Co- 
lumbia, and all of the territory south to the Gulf, east of the 
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Mississippi River, except that at New Orleans it will include 
the whole port area on both sides of the Mississippi River. 


Labor Charges Traffic Diversion 


J. G. Luhrsen, executive secretary of the Railway Labor 
Executives’ Association, has protested to the War Production 
Board, the Office of Price Administration, and the Office of 
Defense Transportation against diversion of rail traffic to 
motor carriers, which, he says, is “going on.” He said railroads 
were seeking authority from railroad commissions to shift large 
amounts of their business to their own motor transportation 
subsidiaries. He named the Southern Pacific and the Frisco, 
in particular. 

“Certainly, if rubber and gasoline are to be conserved, 
traffic should not be diverted to highway carriers, so long as 
the rails are able to handle the business,” said he. “It seems 
to us that the proper authorities might well adopt a rule deny- 
ing priorities for bus and truck equipment, tires and gasoline 
when the same service can be rendered by existing railway 
facilities.” 


Milk Delivery 


Director Eastman has asked management and labor engaged 
in the retail distribution of milk to cooperate with the O. D. T. 
in working out plans for readjustment of local milk delivery 
services to conserve tires and motor vehicle equipment. It is 
proposed to work out something that will be in conformity with 
the arrangement between the Department of Justice and the 
O. D. T. with respect to joint action. 





Eastman Talks to Engineers 


The country might be able to endure a shortage of sugar 
or of some other commodities without harm to the war effort, 
but it could not pursue its war successfully if there were a 
shortage of transportation, said Director Eastman of the Office 
of Defense Transportation, in an address on “What Is Expected 
of the Railroads,” at the annual meeting of the American Rail- 
way Engineering Association at the Palmer House, Chicago, 
March 17. He drew a picture of the indispensability of trans- 
portation in war and pointed out a number of factors that 
would probably put an increasing job on the railroads in the 
months to come. 

The time was fast approaching when the production of 
luxuries and nonessentials would practically cease and all pro- 
duction, and consequently transportation, would be devoted to 
military purposes and such essentials as food and clothing, he 
said. There might then still be some “room for shrinkage in 
that civilian balance,” he said, but it would probably be im- 
possible to segregate it from essential war transportation, be- 
cause coal, cement, ore and agricultural products could not be 
“earmarked” at the source as between that needed for war 
and that not so needed. He stressed the need of keeping trans- 
portation service in ‘‘a state of the utmost fluidity,” adding: 


This requires the best efforts of both carriers and shippers. The 
new records which the railroads set in 1941 were made possible by 
such efforts on the part of both. Once a shortage develops, these 
favorable conditions will at once be impaired. Shippers will become 
disturbed and panicky. They will order more cars than they need, in 
the hope that in this way they can forestall the effect of the shortage. 
The carriers will find it necessary to watch shipper demands closely. 
The attention of both will be diverted from the vital thing, which is 
to keep the cars in rapid circulation. If priorities and embargoes ensue, 
a large administrative organization will be necessary and it will be hard 
to avoid confusion worse confounded. No one who has ever experienced 
a general car shortage can look forward to another with anything 
but foreboding. Under such conditions, in my judgment, transpor- 
tation will inevitably become less fluid, and there will be a slowing 
down and impairment of general efficiency which will be bound to 
react on the war effort. 

It is a part of my duty in my present position to do everything that 
I can to see to it that the carriers receive the materials and equipment 
which are necessary to keep their properties in prime working order 
and to enable them to meet the steadily increasing traffic demands. 
Yet I warn you that there will certainly be no abundance of materials 
and equipment, and with such stocks as may be made available the car- 
riers will be hard put to it to maintain the record of 100 per cent service 
accomplishment which they have, to their eternal credit, thus far so 
splendidly maintained, 


He spoke of the rubber shortage as important to the rail- 
roads, not only because the possible cessation of highway trans- 
portation would cause ‘“‘a crushing load to fall on the railroads,” 
but because the railroads themselves, “notwithstanding their 
expressions of continued hostility to the motor vehicles” used 
those vehicles extensively in their own operations and would 
find themselves ‘in a very trying situation if deprived of their 
use.” Conservation of rubber was something railroads ‘must 
perforce take to heart,” said he. 

He urged his audience, as engineers, to be ready to adopt 
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“temporary makeshifts which will contribute at once to the 
efficient handling of the war traffic” rather than to continue to 
further projects that appealed to them “as desirable from a 
long-range point of view.” Standardization and simplification 
of engineering practice, something he said had been one of his 
“obsessions” while Federal Coordinator, must be carried fur- 
ther than heretofore, special designs in locomotives and cars 
must be foregone, and engineering genius applied to the sub- 
stitution of available materials for others needed for war pro- 
duction. Continuing, he said: 


Perhaps it is too much to hope, but I cannot help hoping, that 
out of all this will come an impetus to the establishment by the rail- 
roads, after the war is over, of a centralized department of scientific 
and engineering research. You will recall that as another of my 
hobbies in the days of the coordinator, and you may also recall the sup- 
port which I got for that idea from a committee of very distinguished 
men, including six railroad presidents and representatives of some 
of the most important industries of the country. I am confident 
that such a department can be of great value to the railroads, not 
only in the reasonable promotion of standardization and simplified 
practice, but also in the best development of new types of equipment 
and improved operating practices. 

While our railroads are owned and operated by many separate 
and individual companies and keen competition runs rife among them, 
nevertheless, they are also operated to a considerable extent as a sys- 
tem, and this is particularly true of freight cars, which circulate freely 
all over the country, and of the functioning of the car service division 
of the Association of American Railroads. Perhaps this is a little 
out of your line, but I think it clear that, for the duration, this idea 
of unified system operation and cooperation must be emphasized, with 
less stress on the competitive side. There will be increasing need 
for sharing locomotives and passenger cars, as well as freight cars, 
and for the pooiing of various facilities and resources. We must use 
to the maximum everything that is available for use, and there is no 
way in which this maximum use can be attained without resort to the 
principles of cooperation and coordination. As you know, the De- 
partment of Justice has recognized the need for cooperation, coordina- 
tion, and joint action under present emergency conditions, and has 
pointed out the way in which, with the help of the Office of Defense 
Transportation, these desirable results can be accomplished. We shall 
endeavor to give that necessary help and direction. . . 

The phrase ‘‘on the alert’’ applies to transportation in war time 
quite as much as to situations like Pearl Harbor. It is no time for 
old routines or ponderous deliberations or set ways of thought. Before 
we are through, occasions will continually arise which will call for 
all manner of improvising on the spot and the use of plans and devices 
unheard of before. One good thing that war does is to stimulate the 
creative mind to such activity, with results which often remain to 
benefit mankind after the emergency has passed. I call upon you 
railroad engineers to remember that you have as vital a part in the 
war effort as our soldiers and sailors and to be ‘‘on the alert.’’ Your 
country must have, not good performance, but super-performance. I 
am sure that you can hold up your end. 


Other Speakers 


Others who spoke at the first day’s sessions included An- 
drew Stevenson, chief of the transportation equipment branch 
of the War Production »Board, on ‘Railway Maintenance Mate- 
rials and Priorities,” and F. L. C. Bond, vice-president and gen- 
eral manager, Canadian National Railways, president of the 
association, who, in his annual report, outlined the work of the 
association in the last year. The following reports of com- 
mittees were represented and received: 


Standardization, F. L. Nichols, chairman; electricity, H. F. Brown, 
chairman; signals and interlocking, H. G. Morgan; waterways and 
harbors, G. P. Palmer, chairman; economics of railway location and 
operation, H. M. Stout, chairman. 


In the afternoon, the part being played by the railroads 
of the United States and Canada in the war was discussed over 
the radio, at a round-table session, by Mr. Bond; Walter S. 
Lacher, secretary of the association, and Olive W. Dennis, engi- 
neer of service, Baltimore and Ohio, the only woman member 
of the association. Albert R. Beatty of the public relations de- 
partment, Association of American Railroads, was master of 
ceremonies. 

The Rev. Dr. H. J. Cody, president of the University of 
Toronto, Canada, spoke on “Defense of Our Civilization” at a 
— meeting March 18. Approximately 1,500 persons 
attended. 


Officers Elected 


In the afternoon of that day the following were elected as 
officers and members of the board of directors for 1942-1943: 


President, Herbert R. Clarke, engineer, maintenance of way, 
Burlington Route, Chicago; vice-president, Frank R. Layng, chief 
engineer, Bessemer and Lake Erie, Greenville, Pa.; directors, G. L. 
Sitton, chief engineer, maintenance of way and structures, Southern 
Railway; R. A. Van Ness, bridge engineer, Santa Fe Railway, and 
C. E. Smith, vice-president, New York, New Haven and Hartford Rail- 
road, New Haven, Conn. 


The following were elected members of the nominating 
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committee, to select candidates for office to be voted on at the 
next annual meeting: 


Ek. W. Caruthers, assistant engineer, Pennsylvania Railroad, Phila- 
delphia; W. G. Arn, assistant engineer, Illinois Central, Chicago; L. L. 
Adams, engineer, maintenance of way, Louisville and Nashville Rail- 
road, Louisville, Ky.; G. M. Strachan, assistant engineer, Santa Fe 
Railway, Chicago, and A. E. Botts, assistant chief engineer, mainte- 
nance of way, Chesapeake and Ohio, Richmond, Va. 


Committee reports presented and received on the second 
day of the meeting included: 


Economics of railway labor, G. M. O’Rourke, chairman; mainte- 
nance of way work equipment, G. R. Westcott, chairman; wood 
preservation, H. R. Duncan, chairman; roadway, A. E. Botts, chair- 
man; ties, John Foley, chairman; track, W. G. Arn, chairman; rail, 
w. H. Pennfield, chairman. 


H. F. Moore, research professor of engineering materials, 
University of Illinois, reported on the progress of investigations 
into the causes of fissures in rails. 


West Coast Motor Transport Plans 


Some parts of the motor carrier industry in the west and 
particularly on the Pacific coast have been making light of the 
scheme for the management of motor transport set up by Com- 
missioner Rogers immediately after the disturbance on trans- 
portation caused by the attack on Pearl Harbor. In particular, 
there has been ridicule of the “dispatching offices” in a truck 
publication and some questions in a letter addressed to Director 
Eastman by A. C. Prendergast, publisher of ‘Pacific Truckman,” 
of San Francisco. 

Director Eastman requested Commissioner Rogers to an- 
swer Prendergast. He called the editor’s attention to an address 
made before the American Road Builders Association at Mem- 
phis, Tenn., March 3, as a paper that would give Mr. Prender- 
gast a general understanding as to the contemplated organiza- 
tion and work of the Division of Motor Transport. The rest 
of the letter is devoted to the so-called “dispatching offices” 
method set up by him in the west to deal with the situation 
created by the disaster at Pearl Harbor (see Traffic World, 
Jan. 24, p. 211, and Feb. 14, p. 415). On that phase Commis- 
sioner Rogers said: 


As to the so-called ‘‘dispatching offices’’ which were set up during 
my stay on the coast, you will appreciate that this work was done 
at the request of the War Department as a precautionary and defensive 
endeavor. I am aware that only a few occasions have arisen where it 
was necessary for the War Department or the Navy Department to call 
on these offices for assistance. This does not mean, of course, that the 
offices were not necessary or that they are not performing a necessary 
function. I understand that many anti-aircraft batteries and many 
protective airplanes on the west coast have been manned 24 hours a day, 
yet not a shot has been fired. To my mind the same reasoning which 
justifies the maintenance of these protective devices also justifies the 
maintenance of the dispatching offices which were set up even though 
they have had little or nothing to do thus far. I do not believe that 
the expense which the industry has thus far incurred in the mainte- 
nance of these offices has been sufficient to cause any concern on the 
part of anyone. However, as you will note from the paper which is 
enclosed, these offices will soon be taken over by the Office of Defense 
Transportation and whatever expense is necessary will be incurred by 
that agency. 


GREAT LAKES BOARD MEETING 


The Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board will hold its 
annual meeting at the Hotel Statler, Detroit, Mich., March 25. 
The speaker at the luncheon session will be W. H. Day, man- 
ager of the transportation bureau, Boston, Mass., Chamber of 
Commerce, and vice-president of the National Association of 
Shippers’ Advisory Boards. 

At the business session, at which W. E. Maloney, general 
chairman of the board, will preside, there will be reports from 
commodity carload committees; from the executive committee, 
L. H. Baughman, chairman; railroad contact committee, R. J. 
Bowman, chairman; membership committee, F. M. Renshaw, 
chairman; car efficiency committee, Allen Dean, chairman; 
freight loss and damage committee, J. R. Rouce, chairman; 
chambers of commerce committee, Allen Dean, chairman; in- 
terregional committee, H. Adema, chairman, and legislative 
committee, Clare B. Tefft, chairman. W. J. McGarry, man- 
ager, open car section, car service division, Association of 
American Railroads, will speak on national transportation con- 
ditions. Mr. Dean will lead a discussion on “Shippers’ Coop- 
eration vs. Arbitrary Restrictive Orders.” 

_ The evening of March 24 there will be a special Perfect 
Shipping Month meeting, under the auspices of the freight loss 
and damage prevention committee, at the Hotel Statler, at 
Which Mr. Rouce will preside, and C. E. Boyd, secretary, Re- 
tail Merchants’ Association of Detroit, will speak on “He Lost 
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Earlier in the day, at the same hotel, there will 
be meetings of the railroad contact and the executive com- 


a Customer.” 


mittees. 





Trans-Missouri-Kansas Board 


The annual meeting of the Trans-Missouri-Kansas Ship- 
pers’ Board will be held at the Municipal Auditorium, Kansas 
City, Mo., March 25. There will be a special luncheon, also 
at the Municipal Auditorium, sponsored jointly by the board, 
the Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, and the Kansas City 
Traffic Club, at which Director Eastman, of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation, will be the speaker. W. T. Grant, presi- 
dent of the Chamber of Commerce, will preside. 

Rex M. Nielson, general chairman of the board, will pre- 
side at the business session. G. E. Flanders, traffic manager, 
Sheffield Steel Corporation, will speak on “Emergency Meas- 
ures Contemplated by the Commission’; Carl Giessow, director 
of traffic, St. Louis Chamber of Commerce, on “The Activities 
of the National Association of Shippers’ Advisory Boards in the 
War Emergency,” and L. M. Betts, manager, closed car sec- 
tion, car service division, Association of American Railroads, 
on general transportation conditions. J. J. Hayden will report 
as district director of the division. There will be reports from 
the car efficiency committee, E. F. Ledwidge, chairman; the 
railroad contact committee, W. N. Garvin, chairman, and the 
legislative committee, L. F. Orr, chairman. S. T. Henson, 
regional traffic manager, Sears Roebuck and Company, and 
Joe Marshall, special representative, freight claim division, ~A. 
A. R., will discuss freight loss and damage prevention and 
Perfect Shipping Month. There will be the usual reports from 
commodity carloading committees and from representatives of 
individual railroads, and a discussion of grain movement and 
storage by J. E. Wells, Jr., special assistant to the Secretary 
of Agriculture; W. B. Lathrop, regional director, Commodities 
Credit Corporation, and Frank A. Theis, president, Simond- 
Shields Grain Co. 

There has been tentatively scheduled for the afternoon a 
special meeting for the consideration of grain transportation 
and storage at which Mr. Wells and Commissioner Johnson are 
scheduled to speak. On March 24, in the morning, there will 
be a meeting of the board’s railroad contact committee, and at 
noon, a meeting of the executive committee, both at the Hotel 
Muehlebach. 


Petroleum Transportation 


Petroleum Coordinator Ickes, stating that he acted in re- 
sponse to urgent appeals from the oil industry, has obtained 
from the War Production Board an order for a reduction of 
approximately 20 per cent in gasoline deliveries to service 
stations and certain commercial users on the Atlantic seaboard 
and in the states of Oregon and Washington. Minimum nec- 
essary requirements for commercial vehicles so classified by 
law are to be supplied. 

The order also requires gasoline dealers in the same areas 
to confine their operations to 12 hours daily and 72 hours 
weekly. The choice as to what hours and what days to op- 
erate is left with the dealers. 

“The curtailment will be effective March 19, but, to pro- 
tect against a rush of buying between now and the effective 
date, the order forbids abnormal deliveries in the interim,” 
said Mr. Ickes. “The order was invoked to provide a reasonably 
equitable means of spreading available supplies, which have 
been dropping steadily, as the result of the sinking and diver- 
sion of tankers serving the east.” 

To the oil leaders and to the O. P. C., said Mr. Ickes, it 
was clear beyond all argument that some curtailment in the 
use of gasoline for ordinary civilian purposes was now neces- 
sary—not because of any lack of oil, but because of lack of 
transportation. He said everyone knew that very great efforts 
had been made to build up overland transportation to take the 
place of the tankers so far as possible. Whether it would be 
possible to make up 100 per cent for the lost ships—and for 
others that might be sunk or diverted in the future—he said 
he would not attempt to predict. If it could be done, it would 
be done, said he. 

By heroic efforts, said he, the railroads and the oil com- 
panies had built up tank car movement to the amazing total of 
435,000 barrels daily, but, even though all hoped that this tre- 
mendous amount might continue to grow, everybody realized 
there was a physical limit to what the railroads could haul. 
Four hundred and thirty-five thousand barrels daily was only 
about one-fourth of what the daily demand had been, said he. 

It was estimated by the Petroleum Industry War Council 
that tank car shipments were adding $115,000,000 a year to 
the oil companies’ shipping costs in the east, said he. He 
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pointed out that two large new pipe lines had been completed 
recently—the Plantation and South Eastern lines—capable of 
serving the southeastern states to the extent of 90,000 barrels 
daily. Steel to build other pipe lines was not available, said 
he. Still being developed as a measure of relief was the pool- 
ing of products and facilities by the different oil companies as 
a means of supplying consuming areas from the nearest sources 
and thus eliminating back-hauling and cross-hauling. 

By terms of the W. P. B. order, gasoline may not be 
shipped out of the curtailment areas, except in certain cases 
along the borders, in which cases compliance with the letter of 
the order would be impracticable or would work hardships. 

Preferred uses, for which suppliers and dealers are re- 
quired to provide minimum necessary requirements, are: 


(1) The operation of vehicles and boats necessary for the public 
health and safety, including, among others, ambulances and vehicles 
operated by practicing physicians, surgeons, nurses, and veterinarians, 
and those engaged in civilian defense activities while the area is under 
martial law, enemy attack, or immediate threat of enemy attack. 

(2) The operation of vehicles and boats owned or operated by or 
in the service of federal, state or local governments. 

(3) The operation of commercial vehicles so classified by law, in- 
cluding cabs. 

(4) The operation of commercial, industrial and agricultural ma- 
chinery and equipment. 

(5) The operation of school busses. 


Coordinator Ickes also announced issuance by the War 
Production Board of limitation order L-56, designed to limit 
consumption of fuel oil and applicable throughout 17 eastern 
states, the District of Columbia, and Oregon and Washington. 
The order prohibits, with certain essential exceptions, all fur- 
ther installation of oil burning equipment by industry and 
home owners. The order prohibits the delivery of fuel oil in 
specified instances. 

In the week ended March 7 tank car movement of petro- 
leum and petroleum products to the Atlantic seaboard totaled 
13,536 cars, according to reports from fifteen oil companies 
to Coordinator Ickes. This was the equivalent of the “unprec- 
edented level” of 435,086 barrels daily, said he. In the pre- 
ceding week 10,073 cars were loaded. 


A program to encourage the oil industry to ship as much 
petroleum as possible into eastern states by tank cars, pipe- 
lines, and other means of transportation was authorized March 
18 by the Office of Petroleum Coordinator. 


An amendment to recommendation No. 12 authorizes op- 
erators to share both their increased transportation expenses 
and also any added revenue represented by authorized price 
rises. Continuing, the O. P. C. said: 


The program is open to all suppliers, producers, and manufacturers 
in District 1 (east coast) who produce or import crude oil for proc- 
essing, or petroleum products for reselling. The plan can be placed into 
operation regardless of whether all suppliers participate. 

Extra expenses will be based on the difference between the cost 
of transportation by tank car, pipeline, barge, tank truck, or combina- 
tion of these and the cost of transportation by tanker under the 
Maritime Commission rate. 

Revenues pooled will be based on such increases in prices as may 
be allowed by the Office of Price Administration expressly to com- 
pensate for the increased expenses incurred by utilizing transportation 
means other than tankers. 

Participants in the plan will share equitably in all increased costs 
and price rises. The expense charged and revenue credited to each 
participant will be directly proportionate to the quantity of petroleum 
the participant handles, as determined by certified audit. 

Details of the plan Rave been drafted by the Transportation Com- 
mittee for District One, and approved by the Office of Petroleum Co- 
ordinator. 

Until the war, most of the crude oil and petroleum products were 
shipped to the east coast by tankers. Diversion of tankers for military 
and other purposes has reduced the number of ships available, thus 
making it necessary that substitute transportation be developed. The 
plan for sharing costs and revenues was designed to encourage and give 
flexibility to the more expensive overland movement. 


Coordinator Ickes, in a press conference March 19, said 
the gasoline limitation system effective in the eastern seaboard 
states as of that date was a prelude to a ration card system 
for that area. The rationing plan, he said, would go into effect 
as soon as Leon Henderson, price administrator and civilian 
supply director, completed preparations for it. 

“They told us two or three weeks ago they would have 
the cards printed in six weeks,” he said. “Whether they’ll 
deliver on that, I have my doubts.” 

He added that, “being pessimistic,” he guessed more than 
a month would elapse before the ration cards would be ready 
for distribution. 

Truck and bus lines, under the present system of limiting 
the supply of gasoline to dealers, depended on the discretion 
of the dealers for the amounts of gasoline they needed for 
their operations, but under the ration card plan they would 
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get “first call,” he said. They would be given as much gasoline 
for their needs as the available supply would allow, he indi- 
cated, adding that the program for gasoline allotments to such 
transportation agencies was not yet definite. 

Coordinator Ickes said the Office of Petroleum Coordinator 
had not felt justified in “cutting off gasoline fractionally” in 
areas where there was a plentiful supply of gasoline and trans- 
portation facilities, but that it held itself in readiness to spread 
the rationing plan over the entire country, as there was “some- 
thing to be said” for nation-wide rationing for the purpose of 
conserving tires. He added that he had no authority as to 
tire rationing. 


Tank Car Movements 


Coordinator Ickes announced March 19 that daily tank 
car movements of petroleum and petroleum products to the 
east coast reached “a new high” of 439,200 barrels in the week 
ended March 14. 

In moving 439,200 barrels each day into the east, 15 com- 
panies reporting such shipments loaded a total of 13,664 cars, 
he said, adding that this was equivalent, on the basis of an 
average of 225 barrels a car, to 3,074,400 barrels of petroleum 
and petroleum products. 

In a press conference March 19, Mr. Ickes said that “we 
have drawn to date about 10,000 tank cars and we have not 
revised our estimate and are drawing more.” 

He said that the deficiency in the supply of heavy fuel oil 
for the eastern seaboard states last week was 684,000 barrels, 
and that the total deficiency of petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts for the week was 1,501,000 barrels. For the year, as com- 
pared with the figures for the preceding year up to March 15, 
1941, the over-all deficiency in supply of petroleum and pe- 
troleum products in the east was approximately 12,000,000 
barrels, he said. 


Preference for R. R. Materials 


The War Production Board, division of industries opera- 
tions, has announced issuance of new and broader priorities to 
enable railroads to obtain critical materials necessary to main- 
tain and operate their properties. It said: 


Preference rating order P-88 was issued by J. S. Knowlson, director 
of industry operations, to set up a four-point rating system for mate- 
rials going into railroad maintenance and repair. The plan makes 
available: 

1. An A-1l-a rating for delivery of materials needed for emergency 
repairs upon specific approval of W.P.B. 

2. A rating on deliveries of raw materials, with the quantity and 
rating to be determined by W.P.B. on a quarterly basis. 

3. An A-3 rating for delivery of materials essential for track, 
structure, signal, communication system, and train and locomotive 
repair and operation, including perishable tools. Use of this rating 
will be controlled by quarterly inventory statements to be submitted 
to W.P.B. 

4. An A-8 rating on all other maintenance, repair and operating 
supplies, which also will be controlled by quarterly inventory. 

Each railroad may start operating under the order as soon as it 
has filed with W.P.B., on form PD 352, a statement showing its pres- 
ent inventories of repair and maintenance supplies. Pending the 
transition, the railroads will continue to function under P-100, the 
general maintenance and repair program carrying an A-10 rating, and 
under orders P-8 and P-21, both of which were extended today until 
April 30. 

Order P-8 makes available an A-3 rating for materials going into 
the construction and maintenance of freight cars, and P-21 makes the 
same rating availiable for repair and rebuilding of steam, electric or 
diesel locomotives. 

In another action affecting railroads, W.P.B. March 17 extended 
until April 30 preference rating order P-20, which makes available 
an A-3 rating for materials going into new construction of locomotives. 
Meanwhile, locomotive and freight car builders are being directed to 
change over to the production requirement plan. 

The ratings made available under P-88 may be used by a railroad 
or a supplier, and certain restrictions are set forth to prevent accumu- 
lation of excessive inventories. The order also directs railroads and 
suppliers to use conservation measures such as substitution, redesign 
and respecification to eliminate scarce materials. 


WILSON QUITS AS O. P. A. DIRECTOR 


G. Lloyd Wilson, who has been director of the transporta- 
tion division of the Office of Price Administration, and who was 
made head of the rates division of the Office of Defense Trans- 
portation, has resigned as head of the O. P. A. division, effec- 
tive as of March 12. He has been succeeded in that position 
by John H. Eisenhart, Jr., who has been assistant director. Dr. 
Wilson, however, will be chief consultant to the transportation 
division of O. P. A. He resigned as head of the O. P. A. divi- 
sion to give more attention to his duties as head of Director 
Eastman’s rate division, he said. 
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1941 Rail Records 


“American railroads shattered all previous efficiency 
records and set up new ones in moving the unprecedented 
freight traffic of the country in 1941, according to complete 
reports just received for that year,” says J. J. Pelley, presi- 
jent, Association of American Railroads. “Summarized, the 
outstanding operating performance of the railroads in 1941 
follows: 


1. The average amount of freight carried per train was greater 
than ever before on record. 

2. Those trains were moved over the road nearly 1% times as 
fast as twenty years ago. 

3. Freight train performance per hour was approximately twice 
gs good as in 1921. 

4. Greater utilization was obtained from freight car 
than ever before. 

5. Number of freight cars in need of repair was lowest on record. 

6. Average daily mileage freight locomotives were operated at- 
tained new high mark. 

7. Average daily movement of serviceable freight cars highest ever 
ittained. 

8. Average load per car was greater than ever before. 

9. Fuel efficiency in freight service was the highest on record. 


ownership 


“Outstanding in railroad performance was the increase in 
the amount of freight that was carried per train, that average 
in 1941 having been 915 tons, or an increase of 41 per cent com- 
pared with 1921. In 1940 the average was 849 tons and in 
1929, the year of heaviest traffic in the history of the railroads, 
it was 804 tons. ; 

“Freight train performance in 1941 was approximately 
twice that of twenty years ago. That is, gross ton-miles per 
train hour increased from 16,555 in 1921 to 34,684 in 1941, or 
109.5 per cent, while net ton-miles per freight train hour in- 
creased from 7,506 in 1921 to 14,938 in 1941, or 99 per cent. 
These are new high records in both instances. 

“Freight locomotives in 1940 operated a daily average of 
116.4 miles, which also was a new high record. The average 
daily movement of all freight cars, which includes time of cars 
being loaded and unloaded, was 42.6 miles in 1941, a new high 
record, and an increase of 65 per cent compared with 1921. 
Net ton-miles per freight car per day was 795 ton-miles, also 
anew record. The previous record was established in 1940, 
with an average of 664 ton-miles per day. 

“Fuel efficiency in freight service was never better than 
in 1941. Despite the increased weight per train and the in- 
crease that has taken place in the average speed of trains, 
the railroads in 1941 averaged 111 pounds of fuel for the move- 
ment one mile of 1,000 tons of freight and equipment. This 
average has never before been attained. For each pound of 
fuel used in freight service in 1941, the railroads hauled nine 
tons of freight and equipment one mile compared with 6 1/5 
tons in 1921, or an increase of 46.3 per cent. 

“Railroads on January 1, 1941, had 108,972 freight cars in 
need of repair or 6.8 per cent of ownership. On January 1, 
1942, there were 62,200 or 3.7 per cent, which up to that time 
was the smallest number on record. Since then, this number 
has been further reduced with the result that on February 1, 
1942, there were 60,869 or 3.6 per cent, which is a new low 
record.” 

Railroads of the United States in 1941 moved an average 
of 904,000 tons of revenue freight one mile every minute in the 
year, said the A. A. R. 

“In the month of October, the period of peak traffic, they 
moved 1,069,000 tons a mile every minute,” it said, adding: 


Railroads in 1941 moved 475 billion ton miles—the number of tons 
f freight muitiplied by the distance carried. This was the heaviest 
volume of freight traffic ever handled by the railroads in any year. 
It exceeded by 6.2 per cent the previous record established in 1929, 
and was an increase of 27.3 per cent compared with 1940. 

This traffic was handled without congestion or car shortage, mov- 
ng smoothly and without delay. The record traffic in 1941 took place 
despite the fact that carloads of revenue freight were twenty per cent 
less than in 1929, and was due to a combination of heavier loading per 


tar and longer haul per ton than in any previous year, 
While a forecast as to possible freight traffic in the current year 
8 difficult owing to uncertainty as to the amount of war materials to 


be moved and the effect on non-defense industries of priorities and 
‘ders curtailing production, the railroads anticipate that the volume of 
freight traffic measured in ton-miles will be appreciably greater in 
1942 than in 1941. If materials for construction of new freight cars and 
ocomotives and for maintenance purposes can be obtained, the rail- 
toads are confident of their ability to continue to meet military and 
civilian transportation demands. 





ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 
_ Class I railroads put 17,405 new freight cars in service 
in the first two months of 1942, of which 9,262 were installed 


in February and 8,143 in January, according to the Association 
of American Railroads. 
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Of the total number put in service there were 11,610 box, 
5,424 coal, 202 refrigerator, 121 flat and 48 miscellaneous 
freight cars. 

Railroads, in the first two months of 1942, also installed 
115 new locomotives in service, of which 46 were steam and 
69 were electric and Diesel. In the same period in 1941 they 
— 81, of which 21 were steam and 60 were electric and 

iesel. 

New freight cars on order on March 1, 1942, totaled 
70,602, compared with 68,070 on February 1, this year, and 
39,353 on March 1, 1941. Among the new freight cars on order 
on March 1, this year, were 40,117 box, 24,429 coal, 3,534 flat, 
1,202 refrigerator, 300 stock and 1,020 miscellaneous. 

Class I railroads also had 651 new locomotives on order on 
March 1, 1942, of which 300 were steam and 351 were electric 
and Diesel, compared with 298 new locomotives on order on 
March 1, 1941. Those on order last year included 132 steam 
and 166 electric and Diesel. 


T. A. of A. on Cooperation 


An appeal to its members “to accept with good grace all 
new rulings designed to achieve better use of cars or otherwise 
make the transportation machine more efficient, and to counsel 
their neighbors and business friends to do likewise,” is con- 
tained in a letter addressed to member and to other individ- 
uals and organizations by the Transportation Association of 
America. 

There is a “socialistic minded minority always in favor 
of government ownership” and “some high in governmental 
places” ready to support it, the letter says, adding that “the 
preservation of the transportation industry as a private enter- 
prise is of special concern because, if that great industry is 
ever taken over by the government, general socialization is 
sure to follow.” 

There is no greater task before the country today than to 

see to it that the transportation does not fail, it continues. It 
asserts that transportation necessities should head all priority 
lists, because without adequate transportation, there is no 
point in producing war. materials. 
The association pays tribute to Director Eastman, of the 
O.D.T. “No better selection for the office could have been 
made,” it says, characterizing the director as “an expert in 
transportation and tried and true public servant.” 

“We greatly admire the sound stand taken by Mr. East- 
man in relying chiefly on the experienced minds now directing 
the transportation of the country, rather than trying out a lot 
of experiments while we are in the midst of a life-and-death 
struggle,” it continues. “He will, of course, offer many helpful 
suggestions and directions. He can use the ample authority 
vested in him to effectuate integrations the carriers will wel- 
come but would fear to adopt lest they run afoul of anti-trust 


laws.” Continuing, on the subject of cooperation, the letter 
says: 


Nothing could be more helpful than to have transportation agencies, 
whether of the same type or of different types, work cheerfully to- 
gether, subordinating for the present, all local and selfish considera- 
tions to the national welfare. 


We should like to see the voluntary cooperative relationship be- 
tween carriers and shippers, as shown through regional advisory boards, 
constantly expanded. These boards have proved themselves of 
inestimable value ever since established. .. . 

Changes generate feelings of irritation now and then. But let’s 
submerge such feelings in the thought that private enterprise is at 
stake; that what government takes over in the crisis, it may not again 


relinquish; that we are, indeed, fighting to avert the setting up of an 
abhorent socialized state. 


STEVENSON ON RAIL PRIORITIES 


Further conversion of railroad production facilities to war 
production was predicted by Andrew Stevenson, chief of farm 
equipment and transportation, War Production Board, Wash- 
ington, D. C., at a dinner meeting of the Western Railway Club 
at the Sherman Hotel, Chicago, March 16. 

Admitting that adequate railroad transportation was es- 
sential to the war effort, he said that railroad supply facilities 
were well suited to the manufacture of war goods. Allocations 
of steel to the railroads interfered with production of war 
goods, he said. Because facilities for producing rail were 
adaptable for making shell steel and had been converted to 
shell steel production, to a large extent, the W. P. B. program 
for the first quarter of 1942 provided for 538,000 tons of rail, 
representing only one-third of the railroads’ requests, he said. 
A maintenance program for bridge and communication mate- 
rials, totaling 900,000 tons of steel, had been approved by the 
W. P. B., he said, with the proviso that there be no interference 
with the rolling of shell steel. 

Before the United States entered the war, he said, the 
Association of American Railroads had planned to build class I 
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railroad car supply up to 1,725,000 by May 1. It was quite 
probable, he said, that that program would be carried out, 
though special priority ratings would be needed. 

He said a new blanket maintenance priority order, P-88, 
had been signed, permitting railroads to get repair items under 
a “production requirements plan,” the new order superseding 
the general A-10 priority rating. 

He added that he had not been able to understand why 
priorities for both transportation and farm equipment mate- 
rials had been placed under one branch of the W. P. B., because 
the two industries seemed so dissimilar as to have no obvious 
relation, at least where priorities were concerned. 


THREE ROADS GET TOO MUCH STEEL 


In the first action of its kind taken under the terms of the 
steel plate allocation order, M-21-c, the W. P. B. division of 
industry operations has announced it has instructed suppliers 
of steel plates to make no further shipments, except for loco- 
motive boilers and fire boxes, to the Pennsylvania Railroad, 
New York Central Railroad, and Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad. 

“The action was taken as a result of information contained 
in the first filing of a new inventory report called for by the 
iron and steel branch,” said the division. 

“The reports showed that in the case of the Pennsylvania 
Railroad, inventory on hand in plates was approximately 7 
times the reported average monthly use; in the case of the 
Louisville and Nashville, inventory was more than 13 times 
the average monthly use, and for the New York Central, the 
inventory was more than 7 times the average monthly use. 

“Because of heavy military and naval demand for steel 
plate for tanks and ships, plate steel has been under strict 
allocation since December 1, 1941. 

“The policy of W. P. B. as expressed in priorities regula- 
tion No. 1, as amended, requires all users of scarce materials 
to keep inventories to a practicable working minimum.” 


Coal Transportation 


Howaré A. Gray, acting director of solid fuels coordination 
in the Department of the Interior, in an address March 19 
before a joint meeting of several New York coal dealers’ asso- 
ciations at New York City, discussed developments which, 
he said, would place a tremendous burden on the nation’s 
railroads. 

“Coal—anthracite and bituminous—represents the biggest 
single transportation job that the railroads have to meet,” he 
said. “Coal constitutes one out of every three tons of freight 
carried by the American railroad system. ‘Therefore. since 
this commodity makes up such a ereat portion of the railroad 
freight burden, it may be exnected that shortages of transpor- 
tation which may occur would seriously affect the movement of 
this fuel.” 

Dependence on rail transportation was growing. he said. 
because of “the natural increase” in the use of fuel. and because 
of the effects of the war “which may shift more and more of 
the coal burden to the railroads.” ‘The shortage of rubber 
was an imnortant factor, he said. in the face of the fact that. 
in 1941, 7% million tons of anthracite and 35 million to 40 
million tons of bituminous coal were carried bv trucks from 
mines to destinations. In view of exnectations that 86 million 
tons of ore would have to be moved in the Great Lakes naviga- 
tion season, the railroads might be required to take over a 
part of the coal burden ordinarily moved bv lake. he added. 

“T am sure you are familiar with the effect of the new ma- 
rine restrictions on Tidewater collier shinments of coal from 
Hampton Roads.” he continued. “This has lowered the ca- 
nacitv of the fleet. The railroads may have to make un this 
deficit. along with carrvine the increased amount of coal that 
will be required in New England and other Atlantic seaboard 
states due to the shortage of fuel oil, the reduction in voten- 
tial water power in the wake of last summer’s drought. and 
because of the ordinary increase in the demand for coal en- 
tailed in the increased war industry activity. 

“Canada will require substantially more coal from Ameri- 
can mines this year. This will mean more long hauls for the 
railroads. 

“All these examples appear sufficient to emphasize the 
points T am trying to make. But don’t misunderstand me. IT 
think the American railroads have done a wonderful job in 
handling the war demands. And. T am sure they will continue 
to do an excellent job, to the fullest limits of their capacity. 
But, there is a limit to the hurden the railroads can bear with- 
out difficulties. They as well as the mines are faced with limi- 
tations upon labor, equipment, and supplies, in handling an 
unprecedented load.” 
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Mr. Gray urged that an effective coal storage campaign 
be carried out without delay. 


Ickes Views on Transport 


Secretary Ickes, of the Interior Department, in a press 
conference March 19, said there was a question now whether 
enough coal could be transported into New England to supply 
existing industries using coal and those converting to coal, 
Coupled with the question of depletion of water transportation 
was the question of rolling stock and whether the railroads 
were able to handle substantially higher tonnage, he observed. 
In the present situation, he said, the sinking of one collier made 
the problem critical. He said inquiries had been directed to the 
Maritime Commission as to water transportation prospects 
and to the railroads as to the supply of coal cars. Trucks 
seemed to offer no outlet, he said. 

There was plenty of coal, and the only question was that 
of transporting it to certain areas, he declared. He said he 
saw no need now for rationing coal in New England and honed 
such action would not be necessary. He did know, he said. 
that stock piles in some places were low, and that some had 
been late in building up stock piles. The Baltimore & Ohio 


Railroad had begun to build up its stock of coal “only this 
week,” he said. 


LAKE CARGO COAL SHIPMENTS 

Secretary of Interior Ickes, as solid fuels coordinator, has 
announced that the first 1942 cargoes of lake coal were due to 
leave Toledo, March 16, over the shuttle route to the Detroit 
area. 

“This extraordinary pre-season start will give the Great 
Lakes shippers a great boost toward successfully meeting this 
vear’s war expanded coal requirements.” said he. “Ordinarily 
the official date for opening the lake shipping season is 
April 15.” 

; Secretary Ickes also said he had been advised by lake 
shippers and the railroads serving lake ports that empty cargo 
ships likewise were scheduled to “jump” the usual pre-season 
movement by heading out on March 26, from Toledo. Sandusky, 
Ashtabula and other lower lake ports to make their way as 
rapidly as possible through the thawing ice toward Duluth and 
other iron loading ports in the upper lakes region. 


FREIGHT CARS AND RAILS 


_ Acting on the recommendation of the requirements com- 
mittee, J. S. Knowlson, Director of Industry Operations, has 
directed that railroad requirements for 36.000 freight cars and 
1.260.000 tons of heavy rail in 1942 be filled, William L. Batt, 
chairman, requirements committee, has announced. 

“The iron and steel branch has been instructed to schedule 
March requirements for steel shapes, sheets, bars and rails and 
to continue schedules until the authorizations made by the 
Supply, Priorities and Allocations Board on January 1, 1942, 
have been filled,” said he. 

_ “The transportation branch will determine the distribu- 
tion of these materials among United States railroads.” 


Wool Packing and Shipping 


Results of an experiment to aid the wool industry to pack- 
age its products with less burlap—a material becoming scarce 
because of the war—have been announced by the Department 
of Agriculture. 

“A saving of 40 to 50 per cent of the burlap and other 
materials normally used is possible by baling wool in cotton 
gin presses rather than the usual method of tramping it in 
bags,” it said. “In addition, adoption of the new method would 
mean substantial savings in shipping costs—about 25 cents per 
hundred pounds based on the rate from Wyoming to Boston, 
Mass. There would also be a considerable saving in freight 
car space—nearly double the weight of baled wool can be loaded 
in a car compared with sacked wool. 

“Department officials point out that although there may be 
enough burlap or other suitable material to pack the 1942 clip, 
there is everv reason to believe that burlap will be difficult to 
get for the 1943 clip. Practically all burlap used in the United 
States comes from India—the bulk from Calcutta and other 
noints on the eastern coast, across the Bay of Bengal from 
Burma. Any that should be imported would probably be re- 
quired for military purposes. 

“The experiment was conducted by the Farm Credit Ad- 
ministration and the Bureau of Agricultural Chemistrv and 
Engineering at the U. S. Cotton Ginning Laboratory, Stone- 
ville. Miss. 

“A recent survey showed that there are some 1,400 idle 
cotton gins in the South and that about 80 per cent have presses 
suitable for baling wool. F. C. A. officials believe a feasible plan 
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ould be worked out to purchase the presses and ship them to 
wool concentration points. The number of idle presses is more 
than sufficient to bale the wool clip in the western range states. 
The cost of new presses, including shipping and installation, 
would be approximately $2,500—cost of used machines would 
je considerably less. 

“At Stoneville, wool was compressed into bales weighing 
from 500 to 600 pounds and with a density of about 19 pounds 
to the cubic foot. A carload containing 46 bales and weighing 
3,000 pounds was shipped to Boston. Several types of bale 
covers were used—those of lightweight burlap with heavy wrap- 
ping paper on the sides were most satisfactory. They stood nor- 
mal handling without material damage. Both cotton and all- 
paper covered bales were unsatisfactory. Compressing the wool 
jid not damage it, but its appearance was not as attractive to 
buyers aS wool normally packaged.” 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL HANDLING 


The Bureau of Internal Revenue has issued regulations 
governing the production of alcohol and, among other things, 
the transportation of denatured alcohol and articles. 


LOCOMOTIVE FUEL AND POWER 
The cost of fuel and power charged to yard and train 
service of Class I steam railways, including switching and 
terminal companies, was $33,805,056 for January as compared 
with $25,702,935 for January last year, according to a Com- 
mission compilation, statement M-230. 


WILLIAMSON WAR APPOINTMENT 


According to General Dillon, chief of the transportation 
division, office of the quartermaster general, United States 
Army, W. J. Williamson, on leave of absence from his posi- 
tion as general traffic manager, Sears Roebuck and Company, 
has accepted a position under him as a civilian, not as a colonel, 
as announced by Mr. Williamson’s office in Chicago last week 
(see Traffic World, March 14, p. 712). General Dillon said 
Mr. Williamson might later be made an officer. 


CAR DESIGN STANDARDIZATION 


The transportation equipment branch of the War Produc- 
tion Board, seeking to expedite production of freight cars, has 
asked all car builders to standardize and pool car designs. 
Andrew Stevenson, chief of the branch, in a letter to manufac- 
turers, said all orders for box, hopper, gondola and flat cars, 
in the emergency period, should be limited to the types and 
designs recommended by the car construction committee of 
th Association of American Railroads. J. J. Pelley, A. A. R. 
president, asked railroads last fall to limit orders for new 
freight cars to thirteen designs as recommended by the car 
construction committee (see Traffic World, Nov. 22, p. 1347). 


R. R. EMPLOYES AND OVERTIME 


Questioned before the Senate appropriations committee, 
which has been inquiring into the progress of the war produc- 
ton program, as to whether railroad employes would ask a 
premium for working overtime if that were necessary as a 
part of the war effort, J. G. Luhrsen, executive secretary, Rail- 
way Labor Executives’ Association, said he did not think the 
railroad employes would ask a premium. He explained later 
he had in mind a premium of double-time on Sunday which 
he said the railroad employes did not have, and that he could 
not and would not commit any of the railroad organizations 
to waive what the present working agreements called for in the 
way of overtime after certain hours. The agreements pro- 
Vide for time and a half for certain hours of service. 

Labor, said Mr. Luhrsen, was receiving far below its just 
proportion of a fair wage, let alone an exorbitantly high wage. 
Transportation dispatchers were still working for the 1936 
tate of pay, he said, but then stated he had just been advised 
that the dispatchers had reached an agreement with the rail- 
toads March 15 for an increase in pay. The dispatchers were 
hot included in the recent wage increases made under the 
mediation agreement. 

Mr. Luhrsen told the committee that the president of the 
T. P. & W. and his wife owned that road and that the road, he 
had been told, paid a dividend of 2,500 per cent last year. 

€ repeated railroad labor’s charges against the road. 

Asked whether there was any labor trouble brewing on 
the railroads, Mr. Luhrsen said: “I think we are in the most 
armonious condition we have been in years.” 

Asked about the effort of the shopcraft unions to represent 
Santa Fe shopcraft workers, Mr. Luhrsen said the unions had 
asked the National Mediation Board for an election to deter- 
Mine representation. Senator Chavez, of New Mexico, indi- 
cated he felt such controversies could be put off in the war 
Period. The people, he said, were “mad.” 
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T. P. & W. Strike 


Developments in the strike of members of the Brotherhood 
of Railway Trainmen and the Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men and Enginemen on the Toledo, Peoria and Western Rail- 
road, over the last week end included a request by the railroad 
on the War Labor Board that it “either immediately arrange for 
the enforcement of law and order” so that the railroad could 
be “operated with reasonable safety for its employes,” or that 
the board “arrange for the United States government to take 
over the railroad for the balance of the war,” and the issuing by 
the Commission of Service Order No. 72, directing lines con- 
necting with the T. P. & W. at Peoria, Ill., until further order, 
to forward traffic routed by the T. P. & W., that cannot be 
currently moved by that railroad, via routes “most available to 
expedite its movement and prevent congestion.” 

The request for law enforcement or government operation 
was contained in a communication to the War Labor Board, 
March 14, by George P. McNear, Jr., president of the railroad, 
in response to the board’s “ultimatum” of March 12, making a 
last call on the railroad to accept arbitration (see Traffic World, 
March 14, p. 713). The letter said the telegram from the board 
was not sent from Washington until 4:00 p. m. March 13 and 
not received by the railroad until three hours later, though a 
statement covering its contents was released to the press and 
the radio by the board on the evening of March 12. The text of 
the release was “most unfair,” said the letter, and the board’s 
action in preparing and giving it out was “inexcusable” on the 
part of “an agency of the government that should command 
respect by its fairness.” 

The railroad had not defied the government, the letter con- 
tinued. It had fully complied with “all the laws touching in 
any way on the labor controversy in which” the board has 
“assumed an interest,” it continued, and its actions were con- 
sidered in open court at the federal court hearings which resulted 
in enjoining the strikers from violence. 

The “national agreement between management and labor,” 
to avoid strikes for the period of the war, about which the 
board spoke in its release and telegram, the letter said, “is not 
a law.” Rather, it is an evasion of lawful processes made by a 
“selected group to stave off impending congressional legislation 
which the people did not like.” 


The board’s charges about the refusal of the railroad to 
arbitrate “are grossly misleading,” the letter continued, point- 
ing out that refusal to arbitrate under the National Mediation 
Board was lawful under the railway labor act. The management 
of the railroad did not want that arbitration, it added, because 
“the Mediation Board has consistently demonstrated its unfair- 
ness and its extreme partiality to the wishes of the railroad 
brotherhoods.” The Mediation Board could have avoided the 
strike by acceding to the request, repeatedly made by the rail- 
road management, that it recommend to the President the ap- 
pointment of an emergency fact-finding board as proviced for 
in the railway labor act, the letter said, continuing: 


The root of our controversy was solely the featherbed rules. Two 
previous emergency boards have recommended examination and relaxa- 
tion of these wasteful rules. These boards knew that something should 
be done about them. The one sure and complete way to expose the 
whole mess to the public view and to bring about a fair adjustment was 
through the appointment of an emergency board in our cases. The 
facts then would have been presented at public hearings and the pub- 
lished report of such board would have brought that about. 

But the brotherhoods did not want the exposure and through their 
influence with the Mediation Board, no emergency board was recom- 
mended. Instead that board urged arbitration under its guidance as 
provided in the Railway Labor Act. With that kind of a set-up against 
us, we would be foolish to consent to a secret arbitration proceeding 
which the Mediation Board would conduct and whose deciding member 
would be appointed by that board. 


The letter added that the order of the War Labor Board 
for arbitration “went right back to the same old scheme of 
endeavoring to force us to arbitrate before the Mediation 
Board,” that the Mediation Board sent Mediator Murray to 
Peoria to enforce that order, and that the mediator “had the 
nerve to ask us to meet at the hotel which has been for 
months the headquarters of the brotherhoods” in the “very 
same room the brotherhoods have been using for their meet- 
ings.” It asked: 


Are we not entitled to wonder why your board desires to force that 
particular form of arbitration on us? 


Continuing, the letter asserted that the railway labor act 
said that refusal to arbitrate was no legal obligation on the 
parties under that act, and that the executive order creating 
the War Labor Board provided that nothing in it should super- 
sede or be in conflict with the railway labor act. Hence, the 
letter ‘‘respectfully raises the question as to the power” of the 
War Labor Board to order arbitration. 

The order of the War Labor Board “actually promoted vio- 
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lence,” said the letter, adding that “reports from various 
sources” indicated that the “C. I. O. leaders have now taken 
over the strike,” although no C. I. O. union was organized on 
the road and although that organization was in no way iden- 
tified with the dispute before the board made its order. 

Up to the beginning of the new reign of violence, under 
C. I. O. and A. F. of L. direction, the letter continued, the 
railroad had made “improvement quietly” in its service, to the 
point where faster and better service was being performed than 
ever before and the men were giving efficient work, under rea- 
sonable working rules and conditions, at increased rates of pay. 
Continuing, the letter said: 


We do not propose to have all this torpedoed, as it surely would be, 
by the arbitration your board has specified. We have a full comple- 
ment of competent and well satisfied men who are doing their utmost 
to deliver the goods faster and better than ever and we will take no 
step that would arbitrate them out of their jobs and turn this railroad 
back to the inefficient, wasteful featherbed practices where three hours 
or less is a day’s work and where 83 men would be required to do the 
work which is now being better done by 50 men. 

In view of these considerations, we hereby call on your board to 
cease making such derogatory and unfair statements about this railroad 
and its management as are contained in the press release quoted in your 
wire. Your order of February 27 has only made matters worse and we 
ask that you revoke it so that the C. I. O. and A. F. of L. unions will 
have no further concern in our affairs. We call upon your board to co- 
operate in measures which will insure respect for law and order, par- 
ticularly the enforcement of the injunction of the United States district 
court against violence. 

The management of this railroad is just as patriotic as any member 
of your Board. In its management are those who served overseas in the 
last war, who have sons who will be in the fighting forces in this war 
and who are fully aware of what is involved. We have asked Mr. Don- 
ald Nelson, chairman of the War Production Board, for the opportunity 
of competing for awards of merit in the field of transportation, in such 
matters as speed, safety, efficiency and utilization of manpower, similar 
to those proposed to speed up industry. 

We ask that your board help, rather than hinder, the efforts of this 
railroad to render full service to our country. 


The letter told of new acts of violence, including the shoot- 
ing of three enginemen from ambush the evening of March 13. 
These, it added, had made shop, roundhouse and car depart- 
ment employes, not involved in the strike, ‘afraid to continue 
with their work,” thus curtailing the operations of the rail- 
road. Greater violence was threatened, it said, “and if it de- 
velops it may be necessary for the railroad to stop operations.” 

If the board intended to take over the railroad, the letter 
concluded, representatives of the management “will confer 
with the designated representatives of the government to work 
out details.” 

Routing Service Order 


The Commission’s routing order, effective March 14, the 
day it was issued by Division 3, said it was based on strike 
conditions that made the T. P. & W. “unable to transport the 
traffic offered to it at Peoria, Ill., by its railroad connections.” 

The order gave the connecting lines, designated in it as 
the Burlington, the Rock Island, and the Peoria & Pekin Union, 
authority to change the routing “without regard to the rout- 
ing thereof made by shippers or by carriers from which the 
traffic is received, or to the ownership of the cars.” It added 
that all rules, regulations and practices of those connecting car- 
riers with respect to car service were thereby suspended and 
superseded “in so far only as conflicting with the directions 
nereby made.” 


Inasmuch as such disregard of routing was deemed to 
be due to the carrier’s disability, said the order, the rates ap- 
plicable to traffic so forwarded by routes other than those des- 
ignated by shippers or by carriers from which the traffic was 
received should be the rates which were applicable at the 
date of the shipment over the routes so designated. 


“In executing the directions of the Commission contained 
in this order,” said division 3, “the common carriers involved 
shall proceed without reference to contracts, agreements, 
or arrangements now existing between them with reference to 
the divisions of the rates of transportation applicable to said 
traffic . . . such divisions shall be, during the time this order 
remains in force, voluntarily agreed upon by and between 
said carriers, and . . . upon failure of the carriers to so agree, 
said divisions shall hereafter be fixed by the Commission. . .” 

The order said an emergency existed which, in the Com- 
mission’s opinion, required immediate action. By its terms, 
it was issued “in order to best promote the service in the in- 
terest of the public and the commerce of the people, and in 
order to prevent shortage of railroad equipment and conges- 
tion of traffic. 

At the Commission’s Bureau of Service it was stated that 
the situation on the Toledo, Peoria & Western had been called 
to its attention by its service agent at Chicago. The statement 
was made that the Commission was acting in the matter only 
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to maintain the free flow of traffic, and that it was not in- 
terested in any other phase of the strike situation. It was 
pointed out that the order was permissive, not compulsory, 
with respect to the changing of routing of the traffic of the 
connecting lines at Peoria. 


Mead Urges Government Operation 


Senator Mead, of New York, in another statement made 
in the Senate criticizing President McNear, said he believed 
the President, under the powers granted to him by Congress, 
should take over and operate the T. P. & W., “at least for 
the time being.” 


President Writes to McNear 


In a letter to Mr. McNear, made public at the White House 
March 16, President Roosevelt asked immediate compliance 
with the War Labor Board’s order. He said that, in these 
times of war, he must insist that the national agreement that 
there be no strikes or lockouts for the duration of the war and 
that the procedures for the peaceful settlement of labor dis- 
putes as set forth in the executive order creating the National 
War Labor Board be complied with by all American employers 
or labor groups. 

The President said the War Labor Board had informed him 
of its decision, that the management of the Toledo, Peoria and 
Western should arbitrate “the pending dispute” under the aus- 
pices of the National Mediation Board. The President’s letter 
quoted “the final appeal” of the War Labor Board sent to Mr. 
MecNear March 13, which said, among other things, that “any 
refusal to settle a railroad labor dispute involving a small but 
vital link in overland transportation between the oceans is in- 
tolerable to the American people in their struggle to remain 
free.” 

“As President of the United States and commander in chief 
of the armed forces, I hereby request you to comply with the 
order of the National War Labor Board immediately,” the 
President’s letter concluded. 

Mr. McNear, late March 19, air mailed a reply to President 
Roosevelt’s letter. He said he would not make the contents of 
the letter public until he got word from Washington that the 
President had received it. Asked whether, in the letter, he had 
either rejected or accepted the demand that he submit the 
dispute to arbitration in accordance with the War Labor Board's 
order, he refused to say. He said, however, that he hoped the 
letter would inform the President of the facts in the dispute 
and the reasons why he took the position that it ought to be 
considered by an emergency fact-finding board under the rail- 
way labor act. 

Earlier, Mr. McNear had sought an interview with the 
President. In a telegram to the President, March 18, he asked 
permission to present his letter of reply in person and said he 
could be in Washington on Friday to do so. “If this is incon- 
venient,” said the telegram, “would thank you to let me know 
time to be at your office.” 

The reply to this telegram came by wire from one of the 
President’s secretaries, General Edwin M. Watson. It said: 

“Time is of the essence. It is requested, therefore, that 
you reply by air mail immediately.” 

On receipt of this telegram, Mr. McNear and his attorneys 
prepared his reply. 

President Roosevelt said at his press conference March 20 
that he had received a telegram from Mr. McNear saying he 
had sent a letter by air mail, but the President said he had not 
yet received it. 


Service on the railroad has been considerably curtailed, 
both because of the Commission’s service order and because of 
renewed violence. Train operations, since March 17, have been 
confined to the daylight hours. On the evening of March 16, 
three trainmen were wounded by shotgun fire while operating 
an engine in the T. P. & W. East Peoria Yards. One of them, 
E. C. Pittman, was expected to loose the sight of an eye. Ray- 
mond Keller, striking brakeman, was arrested near the scene 
of the shooting with a shotgun in his possession. On the night 
of March 15, four shotgun charges were fired into the front of 
the home of H. E. Kipling, the railroad’s chief special agent. 
No one was injured. 


In spite of these things, however, Francis B. Murphy, IIli- 
nois state director of labor, after a visit to the strike area al 
the request of Illinois Governor Dwight L. Green, reported 
that conditions did not require the presence of state militia. 

In the Senate, March 16, Senator Mead, commenting 0 
the President’s letter to McNear, said he understood that “if 
action is not taken . . . the road will be seized.” On the fol- 
lowing day, on the floor of the Senate, he said the big question 
was whether or not the War Labor Board was to be resisted 
and defied as was being done by the T. P. & W. 

“If McNear can get away with this,” said he, “then the 
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ysefulness of the National War Labor Board will quickly come 
to an end and the prospect of peace in industry will be gloomy 
indeed.” 


RAIL WAGE STATISTICS 


Class I steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal 
companies, reported a total of 1,185,578 employes as of the 
middle of December, 1941, and total compensation for that 
month of $224,785,383, as against 1,025,441 and $167,288,165, 
respectively, for the same periods of 1940, according to a 
Commission compilation of rail-wage statistics, statement 
M-300. The returns for December, 1941, the compilation 
pointed out, were the first to reflect the increase in wage rates 
resulting from the mediation award of 1941. For the twelve 
months ended with December 31, 1941, based on monthly re- 
ports, the compensation totaled $2,271,594,947 as against $1,964,- 
480,706 for the year 1940. The employment as of the middle 
of December, 1941, was an increase of 160,137, or 15.62 per 
cent, over the number reported for December, 1940. The total 
number of hours paid for was 20.62 per cent greater and the 
total compensation was 34.37 per cent greater in December, 
1941, than in December, 1940. 

Compensation for “time paid for but not worked” for De- 
cember, 1941, was reported as follows: Executives, officials, 
and staff assistants, $33,406; professional, clerical, and gen- 
eral, $1,209,615; maintenance of way and structures, $79,687; 
maintenance of equipment and stores, $784,253; transportation 
(other than train, engine, and yard), $117,040; and transporta- 
tion (yardmasters, switch-tenders, and hostlers), $89,184. 

In the train and engine service, compensation for Decem- 
ber, 1941, was reported as follows: Straight time actually 
worked, $48,957,232; straight time paid for $59,436,182; over- 
time paid for, $5,678,392; constructive allowances, $2,086,573; 
total, $67,201,147. Miles actually run totaled 482,734,516 and 
miles paid for but not run totaled 55,796,089. 


REGULATING LABOR UNIONS 


Representatives of organized railroad labor, along with 
other labor leaders, have opposed before a House judiciary 
subcommittee enactment of H. R. 6444, introduced by Repre- 
sentative Vinson, of Georgia, providing for registration with the 
Secretary of Commerce of all labor organizations and trade 
associations, filing of financial data and the submission of such 
other information as the secretary might require. 

J. G. Luhrsen, executive secretary, Railway Labor Execu- 
tives’ Association, said the bill was unnecessary and charged 
that it would, if enacted, be destructive of the morale of labor 
and be a stigma on labor’s general character. The bill, he said, 
reflected a complete lack of understanding of the aims of labor 
organizations. It was a meddling bill, said he. If labor unions 
were to be registered, said he, the registration should be with 
the Department of Labor and not the Department of Commerce. 
Other railroad labor spokesmen opposing the bill included W. 
D. Johnston, vice-president of the Order of Railway Conduc- 
tors; James A. McBride, legislative representative of the Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen; John T. Corbett, 
assistant chief engineer of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers, and Martin H. Miller, legislative representative of 
the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen. Letters from D. B. 
Robertson, of the firemen and engineers, and A. F. Whitney, of 
the trainmen, were read. The former dealt with the insurance 
fund of the firemen and engineers, and the latter said the bill 
was an attack on labor. ~ 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 


_ Employes of Class I steam railways, exclusive of switch- 
Ing and terminal companies, at the middle of February totaled 
1,168,795, an increase of 13.48 per cent over February last year 
and an increase of .01 per cent over January this year, accord- 
ing to a Commission compilation of rail employes based on 
preliminary reports. By the various classes of employes, the 
employment at the middle of February was reported as follows: 
Executives, officials, and staff assistants, 12,642; profes- 
sional, clerical, and general, 190,709; maintenance of way and 
structures, 207,346; maintenance of equipment and _ stores, 
336,691; transportation (other than train, engine, and yard), 
139,952; transportation (yardmasters, switch-tenders, and hos- 


Bag 1181 and transportation (train and engine service), 


R. R. PENSIONS AND MILITARY SERVICE 


The House passed without discussion, March 16, H. R. 
6387, amending the railroad retirement act of August 29, 1935, 
a8 amended, so as to include war-time service in the armed 
lorces of the United States in railroad years of service in com- 
puting annuities under the act. The amendment includes such 
Service in the past, present or future. 
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Land Grant Rate Repeal 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


In recommending passage of H. R. 6156, the Lea bill pro- 
viding, in effect, for elimination of reduced land-grant rates on 
government military and naval traffic, the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce told the House in its report 
that the exaction of such rates by the government from the 
carriers was now inequitable and should no longer be required. 

Between 1850 and 1870, the committee pointed out, the gov- 
ernment made many grants of large tracts of land to rail car- 
riers on condition that the specified roads would be built and 
under various requirements that reduced rates would be given 
on government traffic. At the present time, it said, land-grant 
roads carried military personnel and freight uniformly at 50 
per cent of the rates charged the public. In outlining the 
present law and the proposed change, the committee said: 


Section 321 (a) of the transportation act of 1940 embodies the gen- 
eral rule that the transportation of persons or property by a common 
earrier for the United States, or on its behalf, shall be at the full ap- 
plicable commercial rates. To this general rule there are certain ex- 
ceptions: 

(1) Under section 1 (7) of part I of the interstate commerce act free 
transportation is permitted to certain persons including employes, rep- 
resentatives of charitable institutions, disabled veterans, and others; and 

(2) Under section 22 of the interstate commerce act, Part I, trans- 
portation of property free or at reduced rates is permitted for the 
“United States, state and municipal governments,’”’ and also ‘‘the trans- 
portation of persons for the United States government free or at reduced 
rates.”’ 


(3) That the United States and a carrier by railroad may by con- 
tract agree to transport mail for less than the rates determined by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission as reasonable therefor; and 

(4) The exception, ‘‘That the foregoing provision shall not apply 
to the transportation of military or naval property of the United States 
moving for military or naval and not for civil use, or to the transporta- 
tion of members of the military or naval forces of the United States 
(or for property of such members) when such members are traveling on 
official duty.’’ 


The effect of this proposed amendment would be to eliminate the 
fourth exception enumerated above. It would not disturb the other 
exceptions, including that provided in section 22, which, among other 
things, would permit the carriage, storage, or handling of property free 
or at reduced rates for the United States, state, and municipal govern- 
ments. 


The bill, if enacted into law, would permit the voluntary establish- 
ment of free reduced rates for the federal, state, and municipal govern- 
ments. It would remove the compulsory exception to the general rule 
requiring the government to pay ‘‘the full applicable commercial rate’’ 
and make such rule apply without exception save where the reduced 
rates are granted voluntarily. 


The committee gave an historical sketch of the land grants 
and reviewed the testimony given at the recent hearings before 
it. In that part of its report it said: 


Mr. Joseph B. Eastman, as Federal Coordinator of Transportation, 
who made a thorough study of this problem, estimated that the land 
grants included about 130,000,000 acres of land; that the average value 
of these lands was about 97 cents an acre at the time the grants were 
enacted, or a total of about $130,000,000; that the railroads realized 
therefrom, principally at sales, amounts somewhere between four and 
five hundred million dollars. The value so received by the railroads 
were recovered over a period of about 90 years. In order to get the real 
value by the grants to the railroads, it would be necessary to deduct 
from their receipts the administrative expense, taxes, and carrying 
charges for that 90-year period. Undoubtedly, the total represents a 
large sum but no one can state the amount. Mr. Eastman also esti- 
mated that prior to 1938 the government had received reductions in rates 
on account of these grants amounting to something like $155,000,000. 
An exact estimate was not possible. This would indicate that the gov- 
ernment has received over $25,000,000 more from the railroads than the 
value of the lands when granted. 

There were 21,500 miles of railroad trackage built under these 
grants. A statement from the General Land Office in 1941 roughly sum- 
marized the situation by saying the government gave away an empire 
of land for a transportation system that ‘‘Won the West and established 
a Nation stretching from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean.’’ 


Changed Conditions 


“The primary obligation on the part of the land-grant rail- 
roads was to construct the proposed lines to develop the coun- 
try,” said the committee under the heading, “Changed Condi- 
tions.” ‘The government granted much land, but retained very 
much more. The lands retained by the government increased 
proportionately as did the land granted the carriers. Out of 
the settlement of the territory, the increased wealth, and the 
strengthening of the nation, the government sought its reward 
for aiding this development.” 

Continuing, the committee said: 


Nearly all of the land-grant acts contain some concession to gov- 
ernment transportation, having in mind the mail, government troops, 
and property. 

There was a light movement of government troops at that time and 
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the government property transported consisted mainly of military 
equipment and supplies in connection with troop maintenance. 

The annual expense of the whole federal government, including the 
Postal Service, for the fiscal year 1850 was $44,756,737. The appropria- 
tion for the Agriculture Department alone for the fiscal year 1942 was 
$1,128,000,000. In the period of the land grants practically the only 
transportation under consideration was the limited quantities for mili- 
tary purposes all of which came through the War and Navy Depart- 
ments. In 1941, 139 separate agencies of the government were using 
land-grant rates. These figures reflect the difference in the burden that 
could be anticipated by the carriers at the time these grants were made 
as compared with the changes in our government reflected by its enor- 
mous activities at the present time. 

Shortly before the present war it was estimated that the difference 
in rates accruing to the advantage of the government between regular 
and land-grant rates would amount to between seven and ten million 
dollars a year. Under present war conditions, though the amount of 
course is uncertain, the difference may amount to that much per month. 

This committee are of the opinion that such discrimination in favor 
of government transportation as against the rates furnished the gen- 
eral public is no longer warranted. 

The primary purpose sought by Congress in making the land grants 
was accomplished by the construction and operation of the roads and 
the development of the territories they served. The increased values 
accrued went to the government as much as to the carriers. 

The roads were constructed into sparsely settled country. They 
were not built to accommodate a traffic that was already there but to 
develop a traffic. They took the gamble. Many lines were constructed 
beyond what prudent investment would have suggested. Many of the 
roads went through bankruptcies and insolvencies. 

These reduced charges of land-grant roads, under the important 
transportation for which the government is now responsible, have in- 
troduced great inequalities into our transportation system. Among other 
things, they have forced competing lines that have received no land 
grants, by equalization agreements to operate on similar reduced rates. 
Not infrequently, in the last decade, these roads have operated in the 
red. Ordinarily, the operating expense alone, regardless of other finan- 
cial burdens, is now much more than the 50 per cent of the total income 
of our railroads. 


Shippers Pay 


Our transportation system must be maintained by the shippers. If 
the government does not bear its part of the burden, the general ship- 
ping public must make up for the deficiency or else there is an im- 
paired service. To a considerable extent land-grant railroads are located 
in territories where because of sparse population and low production 
it is difficult for these lines to maintain their existence. Our regulatory 
system has been built largely on the doctrine of reasonable rates, equal- 
ity of treatment of shippers, and provisions against discrimination. 
These land-grant rates with the importance of the shipments now in- 
volved are a negation of these fundamental principles of just regulation. 

The shipping interests of the country, agricultural and industrial 
alike, generally favor this legislation, as indicated by farm organiza- 
tions and shipper groups. The National Association of Railroad and 
Utility Commissions, representing the various other commissions, have 
likewise concurred in urging the enactment of this legislation. 

It also has the support of Hon. Joseph B. Eastman, director of the 
Office of Defense Transportation and member of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. It is likewise approved by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

The enactment of the legislation will increase the freight bill of the 
federal government but take little, if any, more money from the people 
of the country. The shippers and consuming public must pay the na- 
tion’s freight bill. Where the government transports its freight for less 
than cost to the carriers somebody else must pay proportionately more 
than costs. The only alternative is unjust rates to carriers. 

The burdens of these land-grant rates at the present time could not 
have been contemplated at the time the land-grant acts were passed, 
from 70 to 90 years ago. If all rates were placed on the same level as 
the land-grant rates of 50 per cent, there are probably not 5 per cent 
of the mileage of American railroads that could continue to operate ex- 
cept on a basis of borrowed funds. Such rates, if permanent and uni- 
versal, would destroy the borrowing power of all rail carriers. 

The special privileges granted the government are not consistent 
with our transportation policies. The exaction of such rates from these 
roads is now inequitable and should, in the judgment of this committee, 
be no longer required. We urge the passage of the bill. 


WHEELER INQUIRY REPORTS 


The last two volumes of the report of the Senate interstate 
commerce committee on “The Van Sweringen Corporate Sys- 
tem,” based on the testimony taken in the committee’s inves- 
tigation of railroads, have been issued by the committee. The 
first two volumes were issued last fall (see Traffic World, Oct. 
25, p. 1087). The reports consist of reproduction of testimony 
and comment thereon by the committee staff. 


CHICAGO A. OF C. RAIL RESOLUTION 

The directors of the Chicago Association of Commerce 
have adopted a resolution calling on Congress to refrain from 
adopting hampering railroad legislation at the insistence of 
special interest groups. 

“Railroads must be freed from the disastrous effects of 
the pressure being exerted with increasing force in Congress 
by shippers, labor, taxing bodies and transportation competi- 
tors, and so be placed in the position of equality with their 
competitors,” says the resolution. “No other system of trans- 
portation can carry the men and the heavy goods in the present 
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national emergency. The railroads must be given fair treat. 
ment in order to maintain our national security.” 

The resolution says that the transportation research board 
created by the transportation act of 1940 “should give full con- 
sideration to the principle that any system of transportation 
to continue must provide fair and adequate return to the 
owners.” 


Railroad Earnings 


Preliminary reports from 89 Class I railroads, representing 
82.5 per cent of total operating revenues, made public by the 
Association of American Railroads, showed that those railroads, 
in February, 1942, had estimated operating revenues amounting 
to $377,183,729, compared with $295,705,966 in the same month 
of 1941, or an increase of 27.6 per cent. 

Freight revenues of the 87 Class I railroads in February, 
1942, amounted to $308,763,201 compared with $244,362.780 
in February, 1941, or an increase of 26.4 per cent, says a 
statement by the association, which added: 


Passenger revenues in February, 1942, according to these pre- 
liminary reports from 87 Class I railroads, totaled $44,266,830, com- 
pared with $29,528,831 in February, 1941, or an increase of 49.8 per 
cent. 

Eastern District 


Thirty-five Class I railroads, representing 89.9 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the Eastern District, in February, 1942, had 
estimated operating revenues of $198,040,505 compared with $165,291,725 
in February, 1941, or an increase of 19.8 per cent. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in February, 1942, amounted 
to $160,662,271 compared with $136,298,926 in February, 1941, or an 
increase of 17.9 per cent. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in February, 1942, totaled $24,- 
927,923 compared with $17,454,832 in February, 1941, or an increase of 
42.8 per cent. 

Southern District 


Seventeen Class I railroads, representing 64.4 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the southern district, had estimated operating 
revenues in February, 1942, of $43,267,237 compared with $32,741,775 
in February, 1941, or an increase of 32.1 per cent. 

Freight revenues of those railroads !n February, 1942, amounted 
to $35,014,952 compared with $27,122,144 in February, 1941, or an in- 
crease of 29.1 per cent. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in February, 1942, totaled 
$5,805,749 compared with $3,392,630 in February, 1941, or an increase 
of 71.1 per cent. 

Western District 


Thirty-seven Class I railroads, representing 78.9 per cent of total 
operating revenues in the western district, had estimated operating 
revenues in February, 1942, of $135,875,987 compared with $97,672,466 
in February, 1941, or an increase of 39.1 per cent. 

Freight revenues of those railroads in February, 1942, amounted to 
$113,085,978 compared with $80,941,710 in February, 1941, or an increase 
of 39.7 per cent. 

Passenger revenues of those roads in February, 1942, totaled $13,- 
493,158 compared with $8,681,369 in February, 1941, or an increase of 
55.4 per cent. 


SHIPPING TO HAWAII 


“Shipments from continental United States to Hawaii will 
be made hereafter only in accordance with lists of military and 
civilian requirements approved by the military governor of 
Hawaii, who is also the commanding general of the Hawaiian 
Department,” says the War Production Board, adding: 


Priority ratings for materials to be shipped to Hawaii, both civilian 
and military, will be issued by army and navy officials on the basis of 
the lists of requirements. 

PD-3A certificates for army items destined for Hawaii will be 
issued by military officials at Fort Mason, Calif. PD-3A certificates 
for navy items will be issued by the Navy purchasing office in San 
Francisco. PD-3A certificates for non-military items will also be pre- 
pared at Fort Mason, and forwarded to the Army and Navy Munitions 
Board sub-office in San Francisco, which will assign preference ratings 
in accordance with such restrictions as may be issued by the director 
of industry operations. 

By administrative order of the division of industry operations, 
director of industry operations, J. S. Knowlson, has delegated to the 
Army and Navy Munitions Board authority to assign ratings for both 
military and civilian items destined for Hawaii. Such ratings 0 
military items will be issued in accordance with priorities regulation 
No. 3 and the current Army and Navy Munitions Board priorities In- 
structions. For civilian requirements for Hawaii, the Army and Navy 
Munitions Board will take steps to control the assignment of preference 
ratings in such a manner as to limit or prohibit the use of critical 
materials to the greatest possible extent. 





SHIP REQUISITIONING PAYMENTS 
The War Shipping Administration has advised owners of 
vessels requisitioned by the Maritime Commission or by the 
administration that it is not necessary for them to employ reP 
resentatives of any type in order to expedite payment of com 
pensation due owners under the laws authorizing requisitions. 
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March 21, 1942 


Shipping Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1942, by West Publishing Company.) 





ac: 

(City of New York, New York County.) In view of pro- 
visions of United States Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, per- 
mitting carrier to surrender in whole or in part all or any of 
his rights and immunities or to increase any of his responsibili- 
ties under the act, provided such surrender or increase be 
embodied in bill of lading issued to shipper, the act, although 
providing that every bill of lading covering carriage by sea 
in foreign trade shall be subject to provisions of the act, does 
not prevent an enlargement of the carrier’s liability. Carriage 
of Goods by Sea Act, Sec. 5, 46 U. S. C. A. Secs. 1300, 1305. 

A provision in bill of lading for carriage of goods by sea 
to Santos, Brazil, providing for notice of loss and requiring 
suit to recover for loss to be instituted within one year after 
giving notice, was not destructive of another provision of the 
same bill of lading, making it subject to United States Carriage 
of Goods by Sea Act and providing that nothing therein con- 
tained should be deemed a surrender by carrier of any of its 
rights or immunities or an increase of any of its liabilities under 
the act. Carriage of Goods by Sea Act Sec. 5, 46 U. S. C. A. 
Secs. 1300, 1305. 

Where bills of lading for carriage of goods by sea to 
Santos, Brazil, provided for notice of loss and required suit 
to recover for loss to be instituted within one year after 
giving of such notice, a suit against carrier for damage to 
goods, which was commenced more than a year after delivery 
thereof but within a year after giving of written notice of 
claim, was not barred by provision of Carriage of Goods by 
Sea Act requiring suits to be brought within one year after 
delivery of the goods. Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, Secs. 
3, 5, 46 U. S. C. A. Secs. 1300, 1303 (6), 1305. (Lowendahl vs. 
Norwegian Shipping & T. Mission, 22 N. Y. S. 2d 744.) 


St. Lawrence Waterway 


A pamphlet attacking statements made by the St. Law- 
rence Survey of the Department of Commerce in its part III 
of The St. Lawrence Survey, a study of traffic possibilities on 
the proposed waterway, has been issued by the Association of 
American Railroads (see Traffic World, Oct. 11, 1941, p. 941). 
It is entitled, “A Closer Look.” 


Part III, says the A. A. R., estimates as not improbable 

a potential freight movement on the St. Lawrence of 10,000,000 
tons a year. It points out that the estimates are based on 
“potential” rather than “prospective” tonnage, adding that 
potential tonnage includes, generally, an estimate of all pos- 
sible traffic now moving, or that may move, in the territory 
under consideration. 
_ “It includes traffic moving by other means of transportation, 
including other waterways—much of which would continue to 
move by these other ways regardless of the freight rates that 
might be secured on the circuitous seaway during a portion of 
the year,” says the A. A. R. 

“It fails to recognize that factors other than rates affect 
the movement of traffic. Its assumption is that traffic will 
desert all other modes of transportation including other water- 
ways built and maintained at public expense, to move over 
this waterway, solely because of estimated lower rates. 

“Many of the railroad rates and estimates of water rates 
used are erroneous. The general assumption is that ships 
which enter the Great Lakes will make the same rates to and 
from such ports as Duluth and Chicago as they now make to 
and from north Atlantic ports. Such calculations ignore entirely 
Some 1,500 miles of distance each way, and restricted naviga- 
ion, as elements in the making of shipping freight rates. 

_“It ignores the competition of existing inland waterways 
Which lie wholly within the United States, and which are now 
carrying much of the potential tonnage assigned to the St. 
Lawrence route. The map (Exhibit 1) . . . showing these exist- 
ing waterways, demonstrates clearly the fallacy of ignoring 
them. For example, there is an all-water route between New 
York and Chicago via the Hudson River, the New York State 
Barge Canal and the Great Lakes which is only 1,400 statute 
miles. The St. Lawrence route between the same two points 
Is 2,915 miles, more than double that length. Again, the 
report relies heavily upon South American and Caribbean Sea 
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commerce to build up its figure of potential tonnage. From 
Chicago to the Gulf port of New Orleans, there is an all-water 
route of 1,534 statute miles. The same distance on the St. 
Lawrence route would get a vessel barely beyond Montreal 
—farther from South America than it was when it started. 
Such facts of geography are ignored. 

“It ignores the commercial value of the many combinations 
of rail-water, water-rail and rail-water-rail routes which use 
the Great Lakes and connecting inland waterways within the 
United States. The considerable amount of traffic which these 
routes handle is assumed to be traffic for the St. Lawrence 
route, if improved, regardless of the serious adverse effect of 
such diversion upon existing steamship and barge operations 
on the Lakes and American inland waterways.” 

The A. A. R. study takes up commodities discussed in the 
Department of Commerce report and criticizes in detail the 
statements in the latter report. Typical of the analyses made 
by the A. A. R. is the following relating to soybeans: 


Part III estimates the potential saving on soybeans from Chicago 
to Europe at 5.2 cents per 100 pounds, although it also shows that the 
rate on soybeans from Chicago to Montreal during the 1939 navigation 
season was only 4.5 cents per 100 pounds. 

The potential saving, in other words, is more than the present 
actual cost of water movement from Chicago to Montreal! 

It shows that ocean rates on soybeans from Montreal to various 
European destinations ranged from 15 cents to 21 cents per 100 pounds. 
It selects Rotterdam as representative, although the rate to Rotter- 
dam was the lowest shown. Adding to the 15-cent rate from Montreal 
to Rotterdam, 1.7 cents for transfer charge at Montreal, and 4.5 cents 
for water movement from Chicago to Montreal, the present total 
charge from Chicago to Rotterdam is calculated at 21.2 cents. 

Against this charge it sets up an assumed potential rate of 16 cents 
per 100 pounds from Chicago to Rotterdam, the same as the assumed 
potential rate on grain from Duluth, although the ocean rate shown 
from Montreal was 15 cents, leaving only 1 cent for the service from 
Chicago to Montreal. Table C-6, however, shows that the actual rate 
for this service in 1939 was 4.5 cents. 

The slightest analysis shows how valueless is the estimated saving 
of $154,420 on 148,481 tons of soybeans assumed to move on the seaway. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WATERWAYS 


In the fiscal year ended June 30, 1941, the Corps of En- 
gineers of the War Department spent $86,556,788.98 on rivers 
and harbors for navigation’ purposes, according to the annual 
report of the Chief of Engineers. 

Approximately 1,000 river and harbor projects for naviga- 
tion purposes, in the continental United States, Puerto Rico, 
Alaska, and the Hawaiian Islands, are in force, according to 
the report. 

The report said that the water-borne commerce of the 
United States, Puerto Rico, Alaska, and the Hawaiian Islands 
for the calendar year 1940 aggregated 607,900,000 tons having 
a reported value of $22,470,000,000. 





WAR RISK INSURANCE 


The W. S. A. has announced a complete revision of its sched- 
ule of war risk insurance rates covering shipments of cargoes on 
American vessels applicable to all quotations made on and 
after March 17, except in instances where it has determined 
that rates named by commercial underwriters for certain voy- 
ages are not unreasonable. 

The House has passed and sent to the Senate H. R. 6554, 
amending the war risk insurance provisions of the merchant 
marine act of 1936, as amended, to broaden the scope of insur- 
able property and persons for which government marine insur- 
ance and marine war risk insurance may be furnished under 
existing law. 


CONTROL OF EXPORTS 


The Board of Economic Warfare, Office of Export Control, 
has issued “Current Control Bulletin” No. 11 dealing with 
applications for preference ratings for export to British Empire, 
life of license reduced to six months, revocation of outstanding 
licenses for ferrovanadium, track-laying tractors, automobile 
parts, passenger automobiles, notice regarding applications for 
preference ratings for export, and changes in comprehensive 
schedule No. 6. 


N. Y. FOREIGN TRADE ZONE 


Continuance in the New York area of a substantial part 
of the operations of the Foreign Trade Zone, Stapleton, Staten 
Island, most of the facilities of which have been requisitioned 
by the War Department for the duration of the war, is assured 
by a formal order promulgated by Secretary of Commerce 
Jesse Jones as Chairman of the Foreign-Trade Zones Board, 
says a statement issued by the board. 

The order, made effective as of February 23, grew out of a 
decision by the War Department that a military necessity 
existed for the immediate occupancy of piers Nos. 12, 13, 14, 15 
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and 16 and adjacent slips and land at the Stapleton zone. The 
order formally approves the request of the Secretary of War to 
suspend foreign-trade zone operations within the requisitioned 
area in the period of military occupancy. It also suspends dur- 
ing army use of these facilities all requirements for zone con- 
struction and improvements in the area and on the facilities 
affected. 

Provisions of the order authorizing continuance of zone 
operations follow: 


The board orders the City of New York, the grantee, to maintain 
an office at the zone site and authorizes the continuance of opera- 
tions now carried on in connection with the storing, sampling and sale 
of Sumatra tobacco or any other foreign-trade zone activity which is 
adaptable to the area which has been exempted from the property 
acquired by the War Department. 

The grantee is further ordered to segregate this area and the 
structures thereon to comply with requirements of the collector of 
customs of the port of New York. 

The grantee is authorized and directed to obtain suitable sites 
within the limits of the port of New York wherein zone operations 
are to be carried on during the period of the present temergency, and 
upon approval of such sites by the board, any area so approved will be 
deemed to be within Foreign Trade Zone No. 1. 


In a letter to Mayor LaGuardia formally advising him 
of this action, Mr. Jones said: 


To assist you with any problem which may be presented in carrying 
out these objectives, the board has selected a committee of representa- 
tives at the War, Treasury and Commerce Departments to cooperate 
with city officials in locating additional sites and in developing a plan 
that will assure continued foreign-trade zone operations in the port of 
New York. 


Foreign-Freight Forwarding Bill 


Reports that President Roosevelt might veto H. R. 6291, 
the bill directing the War Shipping Administration to coor- 
dinate the forwarding of water-borne foreign commerce of the 
United States, brought a statement from Chairman Bland, of 
the House committee on merchant marine and fisheries, defend- 
ing the bill and urging its approval. Officials in the War Depart- 
ment and Department of Agriculture were said to be opposed 
to the bill on the ground that it would interfere with their 
handling of shipments. In his statement Chairman Bland said: 


Ample evidence before the committee demonstrated that present 
practices are inefficient, are not economical, and are not accomplishing 
the purposes for which lend-lease was enacted. 

The bill was carefully considered by the Maritime Commission 
and has its approval. Under the administration of transportation prob- 
lems by the Maritime Commission, the bill will serve to release officers 
and individuals from offices in the War Department and permit them 
to be used in work for which they have been trained and educated. 
Others who are not educated for fighting, but trained in transportation, 
can replace them, and undoubtedly can carry on the work of trans- 
portation at least as well as they. 

The Department of Agriculture is formally charged with the pro- 
duction of food and production of food should be the first responsibility 
of that Department. Transportation is the joint responsibility of Admin- 
istrators Land and Eastman and if left alone they will do their job to 
the satisfaction of the nation. 

In my opinion, if this bill becomes law, many existing bottle-necks 
will be eliminated and a great work will be performed by the agencies 
best qualified to secure results. No fear need be felt that any informa- 
tion will fall into enemy hands. Obviously, there is far greater danger 
of leaks now with a divided responsibility between different agencies 
and instrumentalities, partly domestic and partly foreign, than there 
possibly could be if transportation inland and on the water were 
handled in the way proposed in the bill. 


The White House announced March 16 that President 
Roosevelt had signed the bill March 14. 


W. S. A. RATES FROM BRAZIL 


The War Shipping Administration has approved new maxi- 
mum basic freight rates for the transportation of several com- 
modities from ports in northern Brazil, north of Victoria, to 
Atlantic and Gulf ports in the United States. They were em- 
bodied in general order No. 3-C. 

_ These new rates are exceptions to the Maritime Commis- 
sion’s order, effective January 20, 1942, which stated that ocean 
freight rates should be adjusted to those in effect September 
1, 1940. The Administration’s action in approving these excep- 
tions is based on the fact that “during the year 1940, and espe- 
cially in September, 1940, homeward rates on most of the 
important commodities from the River Plate and Brazil were 
unduly depressed by non-conference competition.” 

“Many vessels normally employed between the east coast 
of South America and Europe,” stated the Administration, “were 
prevented from loading homeward as a result of the German 
invasion of Norway, Belgium, Holland, and Denmark. Those 
vessels were placed on berth to United States ports and in order 
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to secure cargo against regular lines in the trade, cut rates on 
the most important items of traffic. This situation likewise 
affected the trade from northern Brazil.” 

The new rates and commodities involved in the Adminis- 
tration’s action are as follows: 


Cocoa, $1.10 per bag of 60 kilos; castorseed, $17.00 pez 1,000 kilos: 
babassu kernels, $16.00 per 1,000 kilos; oiticica and other vegetable oils, 
$22.00 per 1,000 kilos in bulk and $20.00 per 1,000 kilos in drums; chrome 
and manganese ore, $11.00 per 1,000 kilos; Brazil nuts, unshelled, ip 
bulk or bags, $1.60 per 100 pounds, shelled, in cases, $1.40 per case of 
30 kilos; outport rates to be subject to the usual and customary dif- 
ferentials over base port rates as established by Conferences Nos. 6030, 
6040, and 6050, except that the Manaos/Itacoatiara maximum differentia] 
over the Para base rates may be established at $5.00 per ton of 1,000 
kilos or 40 cubic feet and, further, that maximum rates from Bahia 
(Conference No. 7520) may be established and maintained at rates no 
higher than those contemporaneously in effect from Pernambuco (Con. 
ference No. 6050). 


SHIPBUILDING PROGRESS 


Since last March, when contracts were awarded for the 
construction of 200 emergency cargo vessels, the Maritime 
Commission has contracted for 1,456 of the Liberty type of 
cargo carrier to be bujlt in 17 new shipyards having 165 ship- 
ways, “the greatest emergency shipbuilding effort in history.” 
This program does not include vessels of standard designs un- 
der construction in other shipyards. Up to March 15 there 
had been keels laid for 143 Liberty ships, 62 had been launched 
and 22 were in actual service. Production schedules have been 
shortened to about 3% months keel-laying to delivery. This 
compared with an average production time of 10 to 12 months 
for cargo ships in the first world war, according to the com- 
mission. 


SURCHARGE ON SUGAR 


A maximum surcharge of 22 per cent to cover increased 
wartime operating expenses has been approved by the War 
Shipping Administration for the transportation of sugar from 
Cuba to United States Atlantic and Gulf ports. The surcharge 
is to be applied to existing basic freight rates as shown in 
General order No. 47 and is effective on vessels tendered for 
loading in Cuba on and after March 16. It amounts to an 
increase ranging from seven to nine cents a hundred pounds 
on the various routes affected. 

The Administration stated the surcharge and the rates “to 
which it shall apply are subject to revision by the W. S. A. 
from time to time in light of changing conditions or if they 
are subsequently considered inimical to the national defense 
or detrimental to the commerce of the United States.” 


EXPORT FREIGHT 


Cars of export freight other than grain or coal unloaded 
at Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific ports in February this year totaled 
57,864 cars compared with 42,140 in February, 1941, according 
to reports compiled by the Manager of Port Traffic and made 
public by the Association of American Railroads. 

“Cars of grain for export unloaded in February this year 
at these ports totaled 2,134 cars, compared with 2,215 cars in 
the same month last year,” said the A. A. R. 

“Notwithstanding the fact that many boats have been taken 
from regular commercial steamship lines, there has been no 
congestion at the ports nor has there been any delay to traffic, 
due to the continued cooperation of all concerned, particularly 
the steamship lines, exporters and shippers.” 


MILWAUKEE ROAD GARDENING PLAN 


J. T. Gillick, chief operating officer, Milwaukee Road, has 
announced that the company will grant its former employes 
and part-time workers free use of company property, not 
needed for railroad or industrial purposes, as ground for sub- 
sistence gardening. Members of local chapters of the Milwau- 
kee Road Women’s Club will assist in organizing garden clubs 
and, in some cases, providing seeds and aiding in home-canning 
projects. 


GENERAL BOX ROCK FASTENER 


An unusual problem of packing heavy and oddly shaped 
automotive rear axle differential assemblies has been solved 
through the use of a newly engineered rock fastener crate, 
according to the General Box Company. The assembly, which 
weighs 240 pounds, is wrapped in heavy paper and tied in place 
while suspended from a chain hoist. The rock fastener crate, 
in mat form, is then wrapped around the assembly and the 
fasteners closed. The crating, it is claimed, affords adequate 
protection to the assembly, is of light weight and is easy t0 
remove. 
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Questions and Answers 


In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 
@ practical nature that confront persons dealing with trafic. A 
specialist on interstate commerce law, who is a member of our spe- 
cial service department, will give his opinion in anawer to any sim- 
ple question relating to the law of interstate transportation of 
freight. The same man, with long experience and wide knowledge, 
will answer questions relating to practical trafic problems. We do 
not desire to take the place of the trafic man but to help him in 
his work. 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investiga- 
tion herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a 
question is desired than is thought proper for this column, the 
department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or 
questions from nonsubscribers. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Harle Building, Washington, D. C. 


Tariff Interpretation—Modified Fourth Section Relief 


Missouri.—Question: A question of tariff interpretation 
has arisen on which I would appreciate receiving the benefits 
of your viewpoints. The details surrounding this question are 
as follows: 

We have been making numerous shipments of di-sodium 
phosphate in straight carload quantities from our plant at 
Anniston, Ala., to Huntington, W. Va. A freight bill received 
from the originating carrier stated that the rate was 46 cents. 
However, we reduced this freight bill to 40 cents before making 
payment, contending that the current rate was a combination 
rate made up of a proportional rate of 20 cents to Cincinnati, 
Ohio, named in Southern Freight Tariff No. 310, plus a 20 
cent rate beyond, this 20 cent rate being a rate established by 
the use of the exceptions to the Official Classification. 

Shortly after the payment was made on this basis, we 
received a letter from the carrier’s agent as follows: 


Further reference to my undercharge bill for $37.85 in connection 
with carload phosphate of soda for the Chemical Company, Hunting- 
ton, W. Va., covered by my waybill 5218, May 6, 1941. I quote below 
letter from our auditor: 

“Reference to Chemical Company’s notation on your U C Dill 
declining same account aggregate of intermediate rule in Jones’ 450-E. 
We are aware of this provision in the class tariff and in our effort 
to invoke this rule to protect the combination as billed, find that the 
commodity rate published in Miller’s 38-M, intermediate to Washing- 
ton, D. C., by defeating the class rate, provided in Jones’ 450-E, at 
the same time nullifies the application of that tariff’s aggregate of 
intermediate provisions, Therefore, since Miller’s 38-M does not pro- 
vide for alternation of combination rates, it seems through commodity 
rate 46c, Miller’s 38-M is applicable.’’ 

Will be glad to hear from you on this interpretation. 


On July 29, I replied as follows: 


I realize that both Mr. Blank and Mr. Blank reached their de- 
cision by the following interpretation. Item 13487 in Miller’s 38-N 
names a reference mark F-98. This reference states that the item 
is Subject to Item 320, which is the ruling covering commodity rates 
from and to intermediate points. Under paragraph B of this item, 
Note 5 maintains that if the class rate produces a lower charge than 
would result from applying the commodity rate under this rule, that 
the commodity rate will not apply. However, Mr. Blank maintains 
that the tariff does not allow for any alternative application when 
the rates are made up of a proportional commodity rate and a class 
rate. I agree with Mr. Blank’s interpretation of this item. However, 


: you will refer to paragraph C, you will find the item to read as 
ollows: 

“This rule does not authorize the maintenance of commodity rates 
from (or to) intermediate points higher than the rates on the basis 
specified in paragraph (A)(1); neither does it authorize any increase 
in rates from or to intermediate points.’’ 

It appears to me that paragraph C is in itself conclusive and that 
the establishment of Item 320 in the tariff definitely does not authorize 


an increase in the rate to Huntington, W. Va., merely by considering 
it as being intermediate to Washington, D. C. 


_ It is our argument that the carriers’ interpretation of this 
item is contrary to the actual provisions of the tariff. Such 
an application as they insinuate applies, would mean an in- 
crease in freight rates on di-sodium phosphate to a great many 
destinations. 


The carriers have agreed that commodity rates will be 
established to any intermediate points to which we make ship- 
ments, and also that in accordance with the provisions of para- 
graph D of Item 320 of Southern Freight Tariff Bureau Tariff 
No. 38-N, I. C. C. 686, refund will be applied for immediately 
to cover any such overcharge. 
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In an effort to settle this question, I shall appreciate your 
decision as to whether the commodity rate can be assessed 
on shipments only moving to intermediate destinations when 
the aggregate of intermediates produces a lower charge. 


Answer: It is assumed that the aggregate of intermediate 
rule in Jones’ I. C. C. No. 3316, Tariff 450-E, to which you 
refer, is in reality Item 9010 which provides for the alternative 
application of combination rates. In our opinion the presence 
of this provision providing for the aggregate of intermediate 
local, joint or proportional rates, would not come into play 
as the rate in this tariff, as we read your letter, is only a factor 
of a combination rate you seek to apply. 


It is our opinion that the commodity rate of 46 cents is 
not applicable. Reference is made to Note 5 under paragraph 
B. We assume you intended to refer to Note 5 of paragraph A. 
However, Item 320 of Agent Miller’s I. C. C. No. 686, Tariff 
38-N, provides limited fourth section relief, and is not an 
intermediate rule which allows you to apply the rate applicable 
to the next more distant point. The regular intermediate rule 
provisions of the tariff, i. e., Items 310 and 311, state that they 
apply only where specific reference is made thereto. We do not 
find that Item 13487 of Agent Miller’s I. C. C. No. 686, Tariff 
38-N makes reference to either of these intermediate rule ap- 
plications, and furthermore Item 320 to which Item 13487 does 
refer only provides the basis for the establishment of a rate 
from or to intermediate points. 


First, we wish to point out the first sentence of para- 
graph (A) which states that commodity rates made subject 
to this rule are not made applicable to all intermediate points. 
Further, the second sentence states that commodity rates will 
be established to intermediate points which will bear the 
following relationship to those to a more distant point to which 
a commodity rate subject to this rule is named. Note the 
words, “are not made applicable to all intermediate points” 
and “will be established.” 


To illustrate the basis of the relationship described in 
sub-paragraph (1) under paragraph (A), say for example, the 
class rate on a given article from Anniston to Huntington is 
60 cents, to Washington 50 cents and the commodity rate on 
this article to Washington is 46 cents. Under the basis pre- 
scribed in sub-paragraph (A) (1) to determine the commodity 
rate to Huntington, the intermediate point, add to the com- 
modity rate to Washington the difference between the class 
rate to these points. In other words, in this case add 10 cents 
to the Washington commodity rate of 46 cents to ascertain the 
commodity rate to be applied to Huntington. This, just men- 
tioned, being a case where the class rate to the intermediate 
point exceeded the class rate to a more distant point. 


To illustrate the basis set forth under paragraph (A) (2) 
(b), say for example, on the one hand the class rates to 
Huntington and to Washington are both 50 cents and on the 
other hand the class rate to Huntington being 46 cents and to 
Washington 50 cents and in each case the commodity rate to 
Washington is 46 cents. Under the provisions set forth next 
above, in either case whether the rate to the intermediate 
point on the class to which the commodity belongs is the same 
or less than the rate on the same class to a more distant point 
apply to such intermediate point the commodity rate in this 
tariff to such point beyond to which a commodity rate is 
published. 


Paragraph (C) is merely a clarification or “stopper” pro- 
vision covering the provisions of this item. 

Paragraph (D) outlines the step that the carrier will take 
should it develop that a shipment has moved from or to an 
intermediate point under a rate higher than that contempo- 
raneously applicable from or to the next more distant point. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Intermediate Rule in 
Connection With Proportional Rate in Effect 


Missouri.—Question: S. W. L. Tariff No. 182-D, Agent 
Peel’s I. C. C. 3416, Item 500, carries a proportional rate from 
Memphis, Tenn., to Group 910-A, subject to Note 8. This tariff 
under Item 50 carries the regular intermediate clause. 

S. W. L. Tariff No. 225-E, Agent Peel’s I. C. C. 3404, car- 
ries local rates to the intermediate points on the St. Louis 
Southwestern Railroad and Missouri Pacific but does not au- 
thorize application of the proportional rate from Memphis to 
intermediate points. 


Our contention is that Item 50 S. W. L. Tariff No. 182-D 
authorizes the application of the 10 cents proportional rate 
from Memphis to the intermediate points on the St. Louis 
Southwestern Railroad in Arkansas. Origin Louisiana minimum 
rate 20 cents. 


The carrier contends that Note 4 of Item 50 voids the 
application of the proportional rate, because S. W. L. Tariff 
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225-E carries a local or flat commodity rate from Memphis to 
this territory. 

Your interpretation will be greatly appreciated. 

Answer: It is our opinion that the effect of Note 4 of 
Item 50 of S. W. L. Tariff 182-D is to render inapplicable the 
provisions of the intermediate rule provided in this item in 
connection with the proportional rate of 10 cents per 100 
pounds published in this tariff from Memphis, Tenn., to Tex- 
arkana, Ark.-Tex. 

Note 4 reads as follows: 


If there is in any other tariff a commodity rate on the same 
article to the intermediate destination point applicable over the same 
route from the same point of origin, the provisions of this rule are not 
applicable to such intermediate destination point. 


The rates published in S. W. L. Tariff 225-E to points on 
the St. Louis Southwestern R. R. intermediate to Texarkana 
are not designed as proportional rates, but in the absence of a 
specific proportional rate, a local rate applies. Swift & Co. vs. 
Akron, C. & Y. Ry. Co., 226 I. C. C. 709, citing Indian Refining 
Co., Inc. vs. Louisville & N. R. Co., 155 I. C. C. 380. See, 
also, Great Northern Ry. Co. vs. Sullivan, 294 U. S. 458, in 
which it was said: 


A proportional differs from a local rate in that it covers only 
terminal service at place of delivery but cannot, as does the local 
rate, cover both. Lewis-Simas-Jones Co. v. Southern Pacific Co., 283 
U. S. 654, 663. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rule 20 of Consolidated 
Freight Classification 


Illinois.—Question: Will you kindly advise us the correct 
application of Rule 20 of the Consolidated Classification in the 
following instance: 

We shipped one crate of electric signs, with provisions for 
the attaching of Neon, along with two crates containing sec- 
tions of interchangeable glass letter signs, also with provisions 
for installing Neon tubing, but without the glass faces or the 
letters which attach on the outside of the glass faces. The 
Neon tubing, the glass faces, and the letters were tc be in- 
stalled at destination. On another bill of lading, we shipped 
three more crates of interchangeable letter signs, without the 
interchangeable letters and Neon tubing, which, with the three 
crates on the first bill of lading, would make a complete canopy 
for the customer. On the first bill of lading, we also shipped 
three crates of Neon tubes which were the tubes for the three 
crates on this same bill of lading, as well as for the three crates 
of signs on the other bill of lading. 


We were charged on the first bill of lading at one and 
one-half times the first class rate for the complete shipment, 
and on the second bill of lading at the first class rate. The 
railroad company advised us that the first bill of lading was 
covered by Rule 20 of the Consolidated Freight Classification. 
It was our contention that the addition of the Neon tubing to 
the sign parts shipped would not make a complete article, as 
these signs still required the glass faces and interchangeable 
letters in order to make a complete article. 


The Western Weighing and Inspection Bureau uphold the 
railroad’s decision in this matter and advise us in part as fol- 
lows: 


This is to advise that when a shipment consists of electric signs 
with Neon tubes (Neon tubes detached or mounted) and tendered to 
the carrier on one bill of lading, the shipment is subject to Rule 20 
of the Consolidated Freight Classification which reads as follows: 

‘“‘Parts or pieces constituting a complete article received with 
one shipment, on one bill of lading, will be charged at rate or rating 
provided for complete articie.’’ 

And, although the glass panels or letter were not included in this 
shipment, this, according to various previous rulings from the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, would not affect the transportation char- 
acteristics of the article involved. Therefore, when Neon tubes and 
the electric signs are shipped on one bill of lading, the articles are 
subject to Rule 20 and are properly ratable as ‘‘Signs, other than 
images or figures, electric, Neon, per Item 40655, Consolidated Freight 
Classification No. 14,’" and when the sign is shipped without the Neon 
tubes or lamps in accordance with ruling from the Western Classifi- 
cation Committee, same is subject to the description and ratings for 
“Signs, other than figures or images, electric, N.O.I.B.N.” 


No rulings of the Interstate Commerce Commission were 
quoted. As previously pointed out, the signs would not be a 
complete article with the Neon tubing installed, as the glass 
faces and the interchangeable letters would be required to 
make this a complete article. 

Also, while there is nothing in Rule 20 as to whether or 
not the transportation characteristics of the article were 
affected by this method of shipment, we cannot agree with 
their statement that this would not affect the transportation 
characteristics. A sign with the Neon tubing installed on the 
face of the sign as against the sign being in a separate crate 
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and the Neon tubing being crated separately on chicken wire 
trays, would certainly affect the transportation characteristics, 
Will you kindly advise us of the rulings in this matter? 


Answer: The Commission has held that the absence of 
essential parts not affecting the identity of an article shipped 
does not destroy its fundamental character from a transporta- 
tion or tariff standpoint. Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs, 
Chicago, G. W. R. Co., 179 I. C. C. 754; Parkersburg Rig & 
Reel Co. vs. Baltimore & O. R. R. Co., 115 I. C. C. 539. 


It is a question of fact as to whether the glass faces and 
letters are an essential part of a neon-electric sign. If so, the 
provisions of Rule 20 are not applicable to the shipment first 
described. International Steel Tie Co. vs. New York Central 
R. Co., 165 I. C. C. 791. If those parts are not essential parts, 
the provisions of Rule 20 are applicable to that shipment, under 
the decisions cited above. 


Routing and Misrouting—Shipper Must Designate Terminal 
Delivery Desired 


Pennsylvania.—Question: We forwarded a carload of por- 
celain insulators from Akron, Ohio, to a consignee at New 
York, N. Y., and through an oversight, we failed to show in 
the routing instructions, the freight station to which this car- 
load should be delivered. 


This car was delivered to a station some distance from the 
consignee’s storehouse, consequently, the consignee hauled the 
material from this station to their warehouse, and billed us 
for the cartage. 


Will you please cite us a ruling whereby in the absence of 
specific instructions to deliver to a certain station, the carrier 
is duly bound to deliver a carload shipment to a station nearest 
to the consignee’s place of business. 


Answer: We are unable to locate decisions of the Com- 
mission which are specifically in point, but in our opinion the 
principle of the decisions in Lynchburg Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Southern Ry. Co., 115 I. C. C. 625; Ohio Iron & Metal Co. 
vs. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 28 I. C. C. 703, and Book 
Walter Wheel Co. vs. Tennessee C. R. R. Co., 20 I. C. C. 603, 
to the effect that it is the duty of the shipper to specify the 
terminal delivery desired, is applicable in the present instance. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Ex Parte No. 148 
Increase to Pecans 


Missouri.—Question: In the issue of Daily Traffic World 
and Traffic Bulletin, dated March 3, 1942, which we received 
from you, on page 21, list 164, we are not quite certain that 
we interpret correctly the provisions of this section of the 
report. 

We handle pecans in the shell, shelled and in packages. 
Our interpretation of this List 164 is that insofar as shelled 
pecans are concerned we must pay the 6 per cent increase in 
freight rates. However, most of our rates on nuts in the shell 
are listed in the various tariffs as—“Pecans in shell, etc.’’ Our 
interpretation of “Nuts edible N. O. I. B. N.” is that particular 
description would not in any way effect our listings when they 
read “Pecans in shell, etc.” Therefore, we have concluded that 
on pecans in the shell, listed as above, we would only be sub- 
ject to 3 per cent increase in rates since pecans are recognized 
definitely as a product of agriculture. 

We would like very much to have your confirmation of 
our interpretation of your bulletin of March 3rd at your earliest 
possible convenience. 

Answer: It is our opinion that pecans in the shell, as well 
as shelled pecans are subject to an increase of 6 per cent, as 
edible nuts, N. O. I. B. N., without further qualification are 
within the exception to the increase of 3 per cent. 


Tariff Interpretation—Effect of Reference to Fourth 
Section Order 


Virginia.—Question: I will appreciate an expression from 
you as to whether or not reference in a tariff to a fourth- 
section order has the effect of making the fourth-section order 
a part of the tariff. 

My question is better explained by referring to actual 
facts. Reference is made to page 503, Section 4, “Minimum 
Charges,” in Trunk Line Tariff 44-H, Curlett’s I. C. C. A-712. 
On this page under “Non-Application of Minimum Charges,” 4 
cross reference symbol is used by the sentence “Issued under 
authority of Interstate Commerce Commission Supplemental 
fourth-section order No. 14001, * * *.” 

My question is: does that reference make fourth-section 
order No. 14001 a part of the tariff to the same extent as if 
the order was physically copied in the tariff? ; 

Answer: We can locate no decision of the Commission 
specifically in point, but it is our opinion that the principle of 
the Commission’s decision in Dewey Portland Cement Co. VS. 
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Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 188 I. C. C. 97, is applicable. In 
this case the Commission said: 

“Complainant contends that the shipments were over- 
charged 0.5 to 1.5 cents due to a violation of section 15 of the 
act in that the carriers published the rates charged in violation 
of the order of division 4 in the Cement case. The rates 
charged were published and filed in accordance with section 6 
of the act and were applicable even though in contravention 
of an outstanding order entered by division 4. Ralston Purina 
Co. vs. Atlanta, B. & C. R. Co., 174 I. C. C. 722, 724. Dewey 
veg Cement Co. vs. Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 185 
LC. C. 233.” 


SHIP CONTRACTS AWARDED 


Contracts calling for the construction of 234 EC-2 vessels 
have been awarded to the Higgins Industries, Inc., New Orleans, 
La. and to the W. A. Bechtel Co., San Francisco, Calif., the 
Maritime Commission has announced. Higgins will build 200 
of the vessels in a shipyard to be constructed at New Orleans 
while Bechtel will build the remaining 34 in a six-way ship- 
yard to be constructed by it at Sausalito, Calif. 


AIR MAIL COMPENSATION 


The Civil Aeronautics Board has proposed a rate of 29.25 
cents an airplane mile from May 12, 1941, to a later date to 
be fixed, and a base rate of 19.5 cents an airplane mile, with 
provisions for adjustments on the bases of volume and mile- 
age, from the termination of the former rate, to be paid the 
United Air Lines Transport Corporation for the transportation 
of mail over route 57 between Seattle, Wash., and Vancouver, 
B. C. Under its shortened procedure, it has ordered the air- 
line to show cause why it should not prescribe the rates 
proposed. 


AIRLINES MAY USE ARMY FIELDS 


The War Department has announced regulations under 
which commercial airlines may use army air bases~ when 
weather or other emergencies make the airline terminals un- 
safe, or when required by the military situation. 


HIGHWAY AND AIR ROUTES VIA CANADA 


The War Department has announced that the Canadian 
Government has granted final approval for construction of the 
new Alaska Highway and for additional military air services 
from the mid-west to Alaska passing over Canada. 

Information to the effect that Canada had placed a ban on 
the use of its highways by trucks from the United States and 
had thereby impeded deliveries of defense shipments to eastern 
points had been brought to the attention of the Office of Defense 
Transportation, said Director Eastman, March 14. He added 
that he had no comment to make concerning that situation (see 
Traffic World, March 14). 


ROOSEVELT ASKS REDUCED MOTOR SPEED 


President Roosepelt in an identical letter to the governors 
of the states has suggested a 40-mile motor speed limit through- 
out the country to conserve motor vehicle tires. Rubber ex- 
perts agreed, said he, that fast driving wasted rubber and that 
tires ran many more miles when driven at limited rates of 
speed. Reduction of speed limits and regular inspection of 
tires constituted another important means of federal-state 
cooperation in the war effort, he said. 


A. T. A. SAFETY MEETING 


The American Trucking Associations, Inc., has announced 
that its safety and operations section will hold its annual 
2 meeting May 18, 19 and 20 in the Kentucky Hotel, Louis- 
ville, Ky. 


Cc. M. F. A. CLAIM SECTION 


The newly formed claim and inspection section of the Cen- 
tral Motor Freight Association held its first general meeting 
at the Stevens Hotel, Chicago, March 16. George E. Rock- 
wood, Olson Transportation Company, presided. Harry Chad- 
dick, president of the association and of the American Trans- 
portation Company, speaking on the “Aims and Purposes of 
the Section,” said that probably only half of the nation’s truck 
operators knew what percentage of their total gross revenues 
Were paid out in claims for loss and damage. It would be a 
ye | aim of the section to remedy that lack of knowledge, 

aid. 

_ Joe Marshall, special representative, freight claim divi- 
‘ion, Association of American Railroads, speaking on “Claim 
nspection,” said that truckers should set up some central body 
to study causes of loss and damage. It was regrettable, said he, 
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that most truckers appeared to be afraid of letting competing 
motor carriers know what they were paying in claims. 

J. N. Strickler, assistant general traffic manager, Sears 
Roebuck and Company, spoke on “Cooperation Between the 
Carrier and the Shipper.” He urged that truckers adopt a 
uniform policy of settling claims rapidly. He said that ship- 
pers and motor carriers had made headway in the fight against 
loss and damage, but that at the present time most cases of 
loss and damage were due to carelessness in packing or in 
handling. Such carelessness could be reduced by close coop- 
eration between shipper and carrier, he said. 

Sergeant Michael J. Phelan, cartage detail, Chicago Police 
Department, spoke on “Thefts and Hi-Jacking.” The principal 
cause of that type of loss, he said, was driver negligence in 
leaving trucks with truck motors running. 


GOODRICH BOOKLET ON TIRE WEAR 


The B. F. Goodrich Company, Akron, O.; has published for 
free distribution to truckers the booklet, “Operator’s Hand- 
book,” containing information on how to obtain maximum serv- 
ice from truck tires. It includes charts and tables showing 
proper methods for inflating tires, dangers in over- and under- 
inflation, causes of uneven tread wear, and the effect of over- 
loads and excessive speeds in generating heat in tires. 


ARBOUR TO REPRESENT TRUCKERS 


Motor common carriers of Connecticut, meeting at Hart- 
ford, March 10, elected Everett J. Arbour, chairman of the 
board, Consolidated Motor Lines, Hartford, as their representa- 
tive to maintain contact with the Office of Defense Transporta- 
tion. 


BUS PERMITS FOR PARKWAY USE 


Secretary Ickes, of the Interior Department, on request of 
the National Park Service, has postponed from March 15 until 
April 1 the effective date of a regulation promulgated by him, 
requiring operators of busses using the George Washington 
Memorial Highway between the south end of Arlington Memo- 
rial Bridge, spanning the Potomac River between Virginia and 
the District of Columbia, and Mount Vernon, to obtain per- 
mits to be sold on bases of $3 a seat annually, 75 cents a seat 
quarterly, or $1 a bus for a single day (see Traffic World, 
Feb. 21, p. 521). The National Park Service, an Interior De- 
partment agency, said the issuance of permits on a quarterly 
— ea be expedited by postponement of the effective date 
to April 1. 


RATIONING OF TRUCKS, ETC. 


Senator Capper, of Kansas, discussing “an announced plan” 
for rationing gasoline throughout the United States, said in the 
Senate March 16 that the oil industry and the automotive in- 
dustry had been prolific sources of tax revenue for the federal, 
state and local governments, that tax money from the automo- 
bile industry would be almost non-existent in a few months. 
and that, “if what seems to be the present policy of killing off 
the domestic oil industry is followed for another year,” another 
source of tax revenue would be lost. Increasing the tax on 
gasoline from 1% cents to 3 cents a gallon would not make 
up the difference, he maintained. 

He inserted in the Congressional Record a letter he had 
sent to Petroleum Coordinator Ickes, in which he quoted testi- 
mony by Deputy Coordinator Davies before a House committee 
that new discoveries of crude oil in the last three years had 
failed to balance consumption by approximately 2,000,000,000 
barrels. Senator Capper said in the letter he understood the 
petroleum coordinator was considering seriously a plan by 
which oil production in Kansas, for example, would be reduced 
between 40 and 50 per cent. He said he could not understand 
why, “in the face of threatened shortages of gasoline and fuel 
oil—so serious that it is contemplated to ration gasoline in the 
heart of the oil fields,” there was being considered a program 
to reduce oil production. 


I. C. C. PRACTITIONERS 


Ashton Dovell, of Williamsburg, Va., and John Francis 
Kicak, of Youngstown, O., have been admitted to practice 
before the Commission. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions. etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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Traffic Club Doings 


Items for this column are solicited and when they are sent and not 
published it is because they are inappropriate or not timely. Copies 
of a club’s publication or the notices it sends to members are 
usually not sufficient, because often they are received too late to be 
of value. THe Trarric Wortp goes to press in Chicago Friday of 
each week. News of coming or past events, such as meetings, din- 
ners and election of officers, is desired. If publicity is looked for it 
should be made the duty of someone in the club to keep us ade- 
quately and promptly informed.—Editor THE TraFric WokRLD. 





The speaker at the annual dinner of the Junior Traffic 
Club of Chicago, at the Palmer House April 7, will be Wayne 
L. Morse, dean of the college of law, University of Oregon. 
Mr. Morse, whose subject will be “The War, Labor and Trans- 
portation,” was the chairman of the President’s emergency fact- 
finding committee in the general railroad wage case of last year, 
and is now a public member of the National War Labor Board. 
Speakers at a perfect shipping campaign forum meeting, March 
24, will include: W. A. Fitzgerald, chairman, claim section, 
central division, American Trucking Associations; H. F. Chad- 
dick, president, Central Motor Freight Association; C. H. Diet- 
rich, executive vice-chairman, freight claim division, Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, and E. F. Stecher, general traffic 
manager, Stewart Warner Corporation, all of Chicago. 





The Traffic and Foreign Trade Club of Galveston, Tex., 
‘ has elected and installed the following officers and directors: 
President, Hyman S. Block; first vice-president, E. M. Wein- 
berger; second vice-president, Paul W. Anderson; secretary- 
treasurer, J. W. Stechmann; members, board of directors, Walt 
L. Meyers, R. M. Bazzanella, P. N. Haskell, G. Z. Koenig, and 
J. L. Somers. At a meeting, March 20, H. A. Huckaba, district 
manager at Dallas, Tex., for the car service division, Associa- 
tion of American Railroads, spoke on “Defense Transportation.” 





The Transportation Club of Salt Lake City, Utah, has 
elected the following officers and directors: President, Harold 
C. Davis, general agent, Salt Lake and Utah Railroad; vice- 
president, Earl J. Jensen, traffic manager, W. P. Fuller Com- 
pany; secretary-treasurer, Roy A. Vinall, agent, Illinois Cen- 
tral; members, board of directors, S. R. Anderson, traffic man- 
ager, Gray Line Transportation Company; E. Frank Eardley, 
traffic manager, Pacific Intermountain Express; N. R. Hines, 
manager, Hines and Company; W. C. Howe, assistant traffic 
manager, Denver and Rio Grande Western; Clisbee Kimball, 
assistant traffic manager, Utah-Idaho Sugar Company; F. L. 
Montgomery, traffic manager, California Packing Corporation; 
Ray B. Needham, traffic manager, Bamberger Railroad Com- 
pany, and W. W. Sells, general agent, Chicago and North 
Western. 





The board of directors of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America is voting by mail on the application for membership 
in the association of the South Bend, Ind., Transportation Club. 
The club has a total of 328 members. E. E. Mills is president, 
and F. B. Ingersoll, secretary. 





Lt. John Canady, recruiting officer. United States Naval 
Air Force, spoke on “Physical Fitness for Our Navy Flyers” 
at a luncheon meeting of the Los Angeles Transportation Club 
March 16. Harold Drury was chairman. At a dinner meeting, 
March 18, members competed in a quiz contest with members 
of the Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles. There was a pro- 
eram of entertainment. The annual picnic will be held July 
25. The club sponsored a dinner meeting, March 19, jointly with 
the freight claim prevention committee of the Pacific Coast 
Transportation Advisory Board. 





Lt. Col. John E. Barr, Norfolk, Va., regional commander 
for the United States Army Air Corns, spoke on “Air Defense 
of Norfolk” at a dinner meeting of the Norfolk-Portsmouth 
Traffic Club at Norfolk March 19. 





At a dinner meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club of Metro- 
politan St. Louis. March 19, Mrs. Helen Martin, Missouri Pa- 
cific, spoke on “Old Lace to Arsenic and Return.” There was a 
program of entertainment. 





At a meeting of the New Haven, Conn., Traffic Club, March 
23, the motion pictures, “London Fire Raids,” “Japs Bomb U. S. 
A.,.” “War and Order.” and “Trees and Homes.” will be shown 
by arrangement with the Weyerhaeuser Timber Company. 


TRAFFIC WORLD 


There will be a program of entertainment. The program is 
being arranged by Edward M. Keefe, National Transportation 
Company, Bridgeport, Conn. 





The Indianapolis, Ind., Traffic Club will hold its annual 
spring dinner dance at the Columbia Club April 11. There 
will be a floor show and door prizes. 





Adolph N. Meyer, president, Carroll Institute of Practica] 
Living, spoke on “The All-American Attitude Meets the Crisis” 
at a monthly meeting of the Denver Commercial Traffic Club 
March 18. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold a perfect shipping 
luncheon meeting March 26 at which the following will speak: 
W. D. Beck, district manager, car service division, Association 
of American Railroads; C. H. Dietrich, executive vice-chair- 
man, freight claim division, A. A. R., and F. A. Schleifer, gen- 
eral chairman, Mid-West Shippers’ Advisory Board. 





The annual meeting of the Tri-State Traffic Club will be 
held at Connor Hotel, Joplin, Mo., March 26. Lieut. Col. 
George W. Teachout, post executive officer, Camp Crowder, 
Mo., will speak. 





W. D. Beck, district manager, car service division, Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, Chicago, spoke at a meeting of 
the Rock River Valley Traffic Club at the Hotel Faust, Rock- 
ford, Ill., March 18. 





Dr. D. W. Daniel, dean of the school of science, Clemson 
Agricultural College, Clemson, S. C., spoke on “The Needs 
of the Hour” at a dinner meeting of the Richmond, Va., T'raffic 
Club March 16. 





At a monthly meeting of the Traffic Club of Denver, March 
13, John T. Lynch, professor at the University of Denver. spoke 
on “Latin America for and against the Axis,” and Frank Reb- 
han. traffic manager, American Crystal Sugar Company, spoke 
on “Freight Car Efficiency.” 





The sound color film, “Unfinished Rainbows,” was shown 
by arrangement with the Aluminum Company of America at 
a luncheon meeting of the Transportation Club of St. Paul, 
Minn., March 17. 





Myrtle Labbitt, Radio Station CKLW, spoke on “Ten Years 
Behind the Mike” at a monthly meeting of the Women’s Traffic 
Club of Detroit March 12. A bridge luncheon will be held at 
Kern’s Auditorium March 28. Proceeds will be used to send 
needy children to summer camp. Mrs. Ann Wager is chair- 
man of the committee in charge of arrangements for the 
luncheon. 





Newly appointed chairmen of standing committees for the 
Traffic Club of Philadelphia include: Annual dinner, B. M. 
Croll; auditing, C. J. Goodyear; Club promotion, R. F. Trump; 
educational, R. G. Hassel: entertainment, S. E. Mittler; finance. 
J. M. Lorek; golf, B. F. Conway: house, R. S. Mawson; ladies’ 
night. M. M. Clement; membership, Reed Warrock; publicity, 
W. M. Wentz; reception, C. R. Ritter; spring outing. S. B. Nei- 
man; testimonal dinner, C. S. Rogers; welfare, William Mont- 
gomery, and speakers, C. J. Quinn. W. H. Whyte will be 
editor-in-chief of the monthly magazine, Traffic Messenger. 
There will be an informal dinner meeting April 13. 





At a monthly dinner meeting of the Transportation Club 
of Evansville, Ind., March 18, Judge Albert J. Veneman of the 
Vanderburgh County probate court, spoke on “National De- 
fense—Where Are We Going”? 





_ Herbert Alvin, Montgomery Ward Company, has been ap- 
pointed chairman of the newly formed speakers and entertain- 
ment committee of the Oakland, Calif., Traffic Club. 





The Baltimore and Ohio motion picture, ‘Washington, 
Shrine of American Patriotism,” was shown at a_ luncheon 
meeting of the Traffic Club of Houston March 17. Royal 
Roussel, managing editor, Houston Press, will speak on “Activi- 
ties and Aims of Civilian Fire-Fighters of Houston” at a meet- 
ing April 7. J. P. Cooney, Houston Fire Department, will 
demonstrate how to handle incendiary bombs. 





At the annual motor carrier day luncheon meeting of the 
Traffic Club of Minneapolis, March 19, Allan B. Calhoun, mining 
engineer who helped build the Burma Road in China, spoke 0? 
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“After the Burma Road—What?” P. Frank Gill was chairman 
for the day. 

J. Leo Cooke, vice-president and general manager, Lacka- 
wanna Warehouse Company, will discuss ‘‘Warehousing and Its 
Problems at Present” at a monthly dinner meeting of the 
Traffic Club of Jersey City, N. J., March 24. The motion pic- 
ture, “‘How to Handle Incendiary Bombs,” will be shown by 
arrangement with the Public Service Corporation of New Jer- 
sey. ‘he program has been arranged by Sam Beatty, Colgate- 
Palmolive-Peet Company, chairman of the speakers and papers 
committee. . 


Motor carrier members of the Transportation Club of Des 
Moines sponsored a party for the members of the club at the 
Des Moines Golf and Country Club March 16. Dinner was 
served and there was a program of entertainment. 


The Traffic Club of St. Louis will hold its weekly luncheon 
March 23 at the Knights of Columbus Hall in East St. Louis, 
Ill. The luncheon is sponsored by the Granite City Steel Com- 
pany of East St. Louis, with E. F. Ledwidge, traffic manager of 
the company, in charge. Motion pictures of steel production 
at the Granite City plant will be shown. 


At a meeting of the transportation club of the Rochester, 
N. Y., Chamber of Commerce, March 25, K. A. Borntrager, 
superintendent, Rochester division, New York Central, will dis- 
cuss “The Railroads in War,” and C. H. Vayo, general traffic 
manager, Eastman Kodak Company, will speak on “Car Effi- 
ciency Committee Activity and I. C. C. Car Service Orders.” 
The motion picture, ‘“Railroadin’,” will be shown. A perfect 
shipping month meeting will be held April 14. 


A quiz program will be held by the Fort Wayne, Ind., 
Transportation Club at a dinner meeting March 26. The meet- 
ing will be for members only. 


The following have been nominated for election as officers 
and directors of the Traffic Club of the Lehigh Valley: For 
president, B. J. Reilly, Phillipsburg, Pa.; first vice-president, 
W. H. Musselman, Bethlehem, Pa.; second vice-president, L. J. 
Beam, Bath, Pa.; C. H. Chabot, Wharton, N. J., and A. B. 
Collins, Easton, Pa.; secretary, Paul Kocher, Easton, and S. T. 
Ruhf, Bethlehem; treasurer, George W. Thomas, Easton, and 
F. R. Ruhe, Bethlehem; members, board of directors, J. R. 
Cowling, R. E. Bauder, Hugo Franke, F. J. Rahner, J. A. Tucker, 
A, Sanborn, Elias Williams, E. H. Morgan, W. A. Sutherland, 
D. F. Yeakel, R. E. Keiper, J. D. Peters, and G. A. Dietrich. 
At a dinner meeting at Allentown, Pa., March 16, Judge J. F. 
Henninger, of the Lehigh County court of common pleas, spoke. 
There was a program of entertainment. Frank Hicks, Allen- 
town, is chairman of the entertainment committee. 


N. Y. Traffie Management Bill 


William J. A. Glancy, member of the New York State 
Assembly from the twenty-third district, has introduced in the 
assembly a bill to provide for the certification of traffic man- 
agers by the state education department on examination by a 
board appointed by the regents of the University of the State 
of New York. 

The law would designate holders of such certificates as 
“certified traffic managers” and would entitle them to use the 
letters C. T. M. after their names. It would forbid others to 
use that title or those letters on the penalty for a misdemeanor. 

Any citizen of the United States or anyone who had de- 
clared his intention of becoming a citizen, over 21 years old, 
of good moral character, whose place of business was in New 
York state, would be entitled to apply for examination and cer- 
tification. The board of examiners would be composed of three 
members, the original appointments to be made by the uni- 
versity regents from among men who had been performing the 
duties of traffic managers for three years or more. Subsequent 
appointments would be from among the certified traffic man- 
agers. They would serve for three years, without pay, and 
would be empowered “to make such rules and regulations not 
Inconsistent with law as may be necessary for the performance 
of the board’s duties.” The fee for the examination and cer- 
lificate would be ten dollars. 

_ According to Mr. Glancy, the bill “is designed to give 
Suitable recognition to the traffic profession.” It would not 
restrict the use of the title traffic manager and would not 
require the obtaining of a certificate by anyone engaged in 
traffic work. Its purpose is “to give any traffic manager who 
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so desires the right to achieve public certification and to give 
legal recognition to the profession.” 


Mr. Glancy asserts that the present war “has increased 
the need for qualified traffic men.” Because industry does not 
understand the functions of traffic management, “a great deal 
of confusion exists,” says he, and “firms are advertising for 
shipping clerks” when they want men to “perform all the 
tasks within the sphere of a traffic manager.” This “confusion 
is injurious to our war effort,” says he. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28797, W. T. Ferguson Lumber Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. The Balti- 
more & Ohio et al. 

Alleges rates charged by defendants on carload shipments of 
lumber shipped by complainant from various points in Georgia, 
including Griffin, Granite Hill, McIntyre, Sparta and Thomaston, 
Ga., to destinations in Indiana, including Charlestown and Watson, 
Ind., between March 25 and June 6, 1941, are in violation of sec- 
tions 1 and 6. Asks reparation. 

No. 28799, E. J. Stanton & Son, Los Angeles, Calif., et al. vs. Erie et al. 

Rates and charges, Philippine hardwood lumber, Los Angeles and 
Los Angeles Harbor, Calif., to points in New York, Cleveland, O., 
Marine City, Mich., and Sheboygan, Wis., in violation of sections 
1, 3 and 6, the undue preference alleged being for other rates 
published on other kinds of lumber. Ask reparation. (Earl W. 
Cox, 406 South Main Street, Los Angeles, Calif.) 

No. 28800, Blytheville Chamber of Commerce, Blytheville, Ark. et al. 
vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al. 

Rates and minima, cotton, carloads, southwest and Mississippi 
Valley territories to southeastern and official territories, unreason- 
able, preferential for loadings under a 35,000-pound minimum on un- 
compressed cotton, and prejudicial to users of a 50,000-pound mini- 
mum on compressed cotton, in that large cars have to be furnished 
for loading uncompressed cotton of practically the same capacity 
as those furnished for loading a 50,000-pound minimum of com- 
pressed cotton, the result being wasteful use of equipment. Ask 
cancellation of the 35,000-pound minimum and rates on uncom- 
pressed cotton and establishment of just, reasonable, nondiscrim- 
inatory and nonpreferential’ minimum weights and rates on un- 
compressed cotton and standard density compressed cotton, in 
carload lots. (C., M. Spence and A. L. Reed, 1902 Santa Fe Bldg., 
Dallas, Tex.) 

MC C-333, Leroy R. Burnham, lease of equipment. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission, division 5, on its 
own motion, into and concerning the contracts, agreements, and 
arrangements between Leroy R. Burnham, dba Burnham’s Van 
Service, Columbus, Ga., on the one hand, and David L. Skelton 
and Frank Petelinski, dba Skelton Transfer & Storage Co., Pensa- 
cola, Fla., R. B. Burnham, Montgomery, Ala.; E. J. Brown, dba 
Brown Transfer & Storage Co., Birmingham, Ala., J. C. Barber, 
dba Dixie Transfer & Storage Co., Dothan, Ala., Leo R. McGehee, 
dba Mississippi Moving Co., Jackson, Miss., and Marvin Evans, 
dba Coast Cities Transfer Co., Gulfport, Miss., on the other, and 
the practices of said parties affecting and incident to the trans- 
portation of property by motor vehicle in interstate and foreign 
commerce. The Commission said it appeared that the contracts, 
ete., provided for the leasing of certain motor vehicles by Leroy 
Burnham from the other parties and the operation and use of the 
motor vehicles in the transportation of property, for compensation, 
and resulted in the other parties engaging in transportation sub- 
ject to part II of the interstate commerce act. It said it also 
appeared that there was not in force with respect to the other 
parties or any of them, a certificate or a permit issued by it au- 
thorizing them to engage in such transportation or business. 

MC C-335, Schaefer, Inc., formerly Harold L. Schaefer, Inc., Minne- 
apolis, Minn., vs. T. A. Conklin Truck Line, Inc., and Fred B. 
Wines, dba United Shipping Co. 

Allege unjust, unreasonable and unlawful rates and charges 
assessed on shipments of refrigerating machinery made between 
February and June, 1938, from Tecumseh, Mich., to Minneapolis, 
Minn. Asks a finding as to the applicable and lawful rates. (A. R. 
Morgan, 108 West 35th St., Minneapolis, Minn.) 

MC C-336, Dave Wolzinger, dba Pony Express Stages, vs. Burlington 
Transportation Co. et al. 

Alleges refusal by defendants to establish joint rates and fares 
or charges or just, reasonable or equitable divisions thereof with 
complainant, with respect to passenger traffic originating at points 
on complainant’s line between Los Angeles, Calif., and Salt Lake 
City, Utah, delivered to Salt Lake City and destined to points on 
defendants’ lines. Asks estabiishment of through routes, joint 
rates, fares and charges between complainant and defendants and 
an equitable division thereof. (William A. Sherwin, Room 1107, 
Broadway Arcade Bldg., Los Angeles, Calif.) 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 











Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—lItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have been 
added since the last issue of THs Trarric WorLD. New assignments 
now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein shown 
will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancellations 
and postponements announced too late to show the change in this 
docket will be noted elsewhere. 


March 23—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 103031—M. Korson & Co., Cambridge, Mass., certificate. 
MC 103126—Bernard’s Motor Transportation Co., Mattapan, Mass., 
permit. 


March 23—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 102838—F & F Motor Transportation Co., Jersey City, N. J., cer- 
tificate, 


March 23—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Shoup: 

MC 18135 and Subs. 1 and 2 and MC 52657 and Subs. 2 and 6—In 
matter of holding by W. R. Arthur & Co., Inc., Janesville, Wis., 
of permit under MC 18135 and Subs. 1 and 2 and by Arco Auto 
Carriers, Inc., Chicago, of certificate under MC 52657 and Subs. 2 
and 6. 


March 23—Chicago, II1.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Disque: 
W-439—Marine Transit Co., Chicago, Ill., permit. 


March 23—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Commissioner John- 
son and Examiner Weaver: 
1. & S. 4208—Grain to, from and between southern territory. 
17000, Part 7-A—Grain and grain products to and within southern 
territory. 
27705 and Sub. 1—Corporation Comm., State of Okla., et al. vs. Ark. 
R. R. et al. 
27594—-New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & S. et al. 
27226—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & R. et al. 
23360—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & R. et al. 
27727—Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. Ark. R. R. et al. 
27817—Missouri Millers Assn. vs. A. & S. et al. 
27892—Merchants Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., vs. Alton et al. 
27777—Dixie-Portland Flour Mills vs. A. & R. et al. 
27418—Traffic Assn. of south Atlantic ports et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
26965—Farmers National Grain Corp. et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. 
15026—Oklahoma Millers League vs. Ala. & Miss. R. R. et al. 
26345—Tex-O-Kan Flour Mills Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
20252—Mississippi R. R. Comm. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
24368—Rea-Patterson Milling Co. et al. vs. Mo. Pac. et al. 
i. & S. 4309—Grain proportionals, Ohio River crossings to south. 
1. & S. 4229—Grain, Texas to Miss. River (for beyond). 
Fourth section aps. 16151, 16253, 16476, 16504, 16609, 16767 and 16999 
—Grain to, from and between southern territory. 
15082—Capital Grain & Feed Co. et al. vs. Ill. Cent. et al. 
March 23—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 50034, Sub. 4—Saunders & Douglass Motor Freight Service, Inc., 
Logansport, Ind., certificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Colfer: 
MC 45829 Sub. 3—Carolina Motor Express Lines, Inc., Indianapolls, 
Ind., certificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 44613, Sub. 9—Mo.-Ark. Coach Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 23—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 514 Sub. 1—People’s Transfer Co., Johnson City, Tenn., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
March 23—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 70426—Schumacher Motor Express, Eau Claire, Wis. 
March 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Adelphia Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-1796—Apex Express, Inc., purchase, John M. Quinby. 


March 23—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 37081 Sub. 2—Dinges Transfer, Altoona, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 7171 Sub. 1—F. Wimer, New Castle, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


March 23—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
W-809—Shaver Forwarding Co., common and contract carrier appli- 
cation. 


March 23—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Henderson: 
MC C-321—G. and P. Transportation Co., Inc., et al. vs. Al Buholtz 
Transfer et al. 


March 24—Atlanta, Ga.—Henry Grady Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 103725—B. and B. Bus Service, Inc., Hinesville, Ga. 
March 24—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 70451, Sub. 9—Watson Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., Omaha, 
Neb., certificate to extend operations. 
March 24—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 19070—F. P. Fay Live Stock Transportation, Weymouth, Mass., 
certificate or permit. 
MC 1038275 EX—L. C. Whittemore, Lowell, Mass., certificate of exemp- 
tion. 
March 24—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Hall: 
W-855—Hall Tug and Barge Corporation, contract carrier application, 
permit. 
March 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 60847 Sub. 2—Standard Trucking Co., Perth Amboy, N. J. 
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March 24—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-1701—Mountain Transit Corp., purchase—Consolidated Moun- 
tain Lines, Inc, 
MC F-1702—Sidney Engelhardt and New Jersey-New York Transit 
Co., Inc., control, Mountain Transit Corporation. 
March 24—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Disque: 
W-637—R. Howland, contract carrier application under section 309 (c), 
March 24—Chicago, !ll.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 52746 Sub. 7—Knaus Truck Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 24—Denver, Colo.—Shirley Savoy—Jt. Bd. 306: 
MC 103119—Colorado-Arizona Express, Denver, Colo., permit. 
March 24—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 57: 
MC 3468 Sub. 9—F. J. Boutell Driveaway Co., Inc., Flint, Mich., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 60825 Sub. 1—Great Lakes Trucking Co., Inc., Detroit, certificate 
to extend operations. 
March 24—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 279: 
MC 103294—A. J. Kickam Co., Bristol, Va., certificate. 
MC 103302—Jim Jack Hickam Co., Bristol, Tenn., certificate. 
March 24—Madison, Wis.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
MC 101774, Sub. 1—Burch Construction Co., Madison, Wis., certificate 
to extend operations. 
March 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 32505 Sub. 2—Vinci’s Express, Inc., Sea Isle City, N. J., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
March 24—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 12263—J. H. Dillner, Pittsburgh, Pa., license. 
March 24—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC 66952 Sub. 1—Pacific Transfer & Storage Co., Eugene, Ore., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 66952—Pacific Transfer & Storage Co., Eugene, Ore., certificate 
or permit, 
March 24—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 103209—A. Kientz, Jarratt, Va., certificate. 
March 24—Salt Lake City, Utah—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 85: 
MC 101676, Sub. 4—Combes Gas & Oil Co., Salt Lake City, Utah, 
permit to extend operations. 
* MC 88857 Sub. 9—O. M. Collett, Salt Lake City, Utah, certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 24—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 

MC 2226, Sub. 34—Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., Houston, Tex., 
certificate to extend operations. 

MC 4943, Sub. 11—J. H. Robinson Truck Lines, Inc., Corpus Christi, 
Tex., certificate to extend operations. 

March 24—Sioux Falls, S$. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Henderson and 
Jt. Bd. 147: 

1. & S. M-1620—Groceries, petroleum products, etc., Pipestone, Minn., 
to S. D. points. 

MC C-299—Watertown Chamber of Commerce vs. Hess Motor Ex- 
press et al. 

March 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner Mackley: 

Fourth section aps. 19458 and 19459—Tankage from Chemical, IIl., to 
Lake Charles, La. 

Fourth Section Appls. 19598 and 19599—-Tankage from Chemical, IIl., 
to Lake Charles, La. 

March 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 

Finance 13610—Application of United Stockyards Corp. to acquire 
control of railroad properties of Stockyards Railway Co. (South St. 
Paul, Minn.), South San Francisco Live Stock Handling Co. (South 
San Francisco, Cal.), Sioux City Terminal, Peninsula Terminal Co. 
and Ft. Worth Live Stock Handling Co. 

March 24—Wheeling, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Kerttu: 

MC 31285 Sub. 1—Tower Trucking Co., Inc., Wheeling, W. Va., cer- 
tificate. 

MC 31285—Tower Trucking Co., Inc., Wheeling, W. Va. 


March 25—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner Hall: 
Ww-840—John L. Goss Corporation, contract carrier application. 
March 25—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 57746 Sub. 1 EX—Winwar Express, Lawrence, Mass., certificate 
of exemption, 
MC 8713 Sub. 1 EX—Braun’s Express, West Medway, Mass., certif- 
cate of exemption, 
March 25—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 16682 Sub. 1—Mural Delivery Service, New York, N. Y., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 102600—Greater N. Y. Equipment Movers, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
permit. 
MC 16682 Sub. 2—Mural Delivery Service, New York, N. Y., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 


March 25—Chicago, Ill.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 3005 Sub. 2—Chicago-Kansas City Freight Lines, Kansas Clty, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 
March 25—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bds. 9 and 76: 
MC 60881 Sub. 3—Kirk Transportation Co., Detroit, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 96476—Macoit Cartage, Detroit, certificate or permit. 


March 25—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Exam. Colfer: 
MC 5724 and Sub. 1—Craig Trucking, Albany, Ind. 


March 25—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 195 and 135: 
MC 59702, Sub. 1—R. Muckey, Kansas City; Mo., certificate to extend 
operations. ; 
MC 72247, Sub. 1—Hostetter Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo., permit to 
extend operations. 
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March 25—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 107: 

MC 61599 Sub. 35—Queen City Coach Co., Charlotte, N. C., certificate 

to extend operations. 

march 25—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 8: 

mc 12260—Carpenter Tours, Elizabethton, Tenn., license. 

March 25—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 

mC 1143—Page and Shontz, Quakertown, Pa. 

mC 29661—Standard Transportation Co., Quakertown, Pa. 


March 25—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
mC 66562 Sub. 394 and 395—Railway Express Agency, 
York, N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 
March 25—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 81: 
MC 573 Sub. 9—Mogul Transportation Co., Portland, Ore., certificate 
to extend operations, 
March 25—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 45: 
MC 573—Sub. 5—Mogul Transportation Co., Portland, Ore., certifi- 
cate to extend operations, 
March 25—Providence, R. |.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 134: 
MC 9888 Sub. 2—Williams Transportation Co., Inc., East Providence, 
R. I., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 103357—W. J. Markey, Providence, R. I., certificate. 
March 25—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 86927, Sub. 1—Morgan Tours, San Antonio, Tex., certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 25—Sioux Falls, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Henderson and 
Jt. Bd. 145: 
McC 102570—D. A. Goehring, Delmont, S. D., certificate. 
MC 79814—Douglas F. Stickles Agency, Lakefield, Minn., license. 
March 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 75317 Sub. 3—Central Dispatch, Inc., Newark, N. J., permit to 
extend operations. 
March 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hall: 
|, & S. 5112—Newspapers between Ill. Term. points. 
March 26—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
*MC F-1674—Andrew B. Crichton et al., purchase, C. and H. Motor 
Express, Inc. 
* MC F-1784—Milton L. Lahn, purchase, I. Becker and Sons, Inc. 


March 26—Chattanooga, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 107: 
MC 65967 Sub. 6—Wilson Truck Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 28770 Sub. 4—Magill Motor Express, Chattanooga, Tenn., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
March 26—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 21 and 160: 
MC 95932—Oades Bros. Transfer Co., Berwyn, IIl., certificate. 
MC 102374 Sub. 2—Rogers Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
March 26—Denver, Colo.—Shirley Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 178: 
MC 1171, Sub. 6—Hall Motor Freight Co., Denver, Colo., certificate 
to extend operations, 
March 26—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 23: 
MC 37629 Sub. 3—Tarbet Trucking, Muncie, Ind., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 66913 Sub. 4—Motor City Express, Inc., Detroit, certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 26—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Mackley: 
|, & S, 5097—Dairy products, Ark., Mo., and Okla., to Mo. 


March 26—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 76266, Sub. 19—Merchants Motor Freight, Inc., St. Paul, Minn., 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 26—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Peterson: 
MC C-157—Paper products, between Ind., Ill., Minn. and Wis. 


March 26—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner Hobbs: 
MC 79887 Sub. 1—A. B. C. Van and Storage Co., Inc., Norfolk, Va., 
certificate to extend operations. 
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March 26—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 42246—Independent Truckers Assn., Omaha, Neb. 

March 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 

MC 103200—Anthracite Fuel Service, Pottsville, Pa., permit. 

MC 43599 Sub. 2—Atlantic Transfer, Pottstown, Pa., certificate to 
extend operations. 


Match 26—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Haley: 
MC 5903 Sub. 4—West Penn Forwarding Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
. 103129—H. B. Clemens, Tyrone, Pa., certificate to extend opera- 
10ns, 
March 26—Providence, R. |.—Narragansett Hotel—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 96468—P. G. Lloy, Franklin, Mass., permit. 
March 26—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 102934—Buckaloo Trucking Co., Three Rivers, Tex., certificate. 
MC 2226 Sub. 20—Red Arrow Freight Lines, Inc., Houston, Tex. 
March 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Schutrumpf: 


MC 60437 Sub. 2—A. J. Mason, Inwood, W. Va., certificate to extend 
Operations, 


March 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 37070 Sub. 1—W. P. Dey, Jamesburg, N. J., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 


MC 103073—Leo Flaxman, Brooklyn, N. J., permit. 


“arch 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hall: 


W-1e—Cullen Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier application, 
ermit. 


W-100—Bouchard Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier applica- 
tion, permit, 
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March 27—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
* MC F-1742—James P. Guarnieri, control, M. Vener Trucking Corp. 
March 27—Chattanooga, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 238: 
MC 67468 Sub. 2—J. C. Howard, Chattanooga, Tenn., permit to extend 
operations, 
March 27—Chicago, IIl.—Sherman Hotel—Jt. Bd. 13: 
MC 96466—Harvard Transfer Co., Harvard, Ill., certificate. 
March 27—Denver, Colo.—Shirley Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 31: 
MC 103290—R. E. Britt, Big Springs, Neb., certificate. 
March 27—Denver, Colo.—Shirley-Savoy Hotel—Jt. Bd. 126: 
MC 38183 Sub. 15—Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 


March 27—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Disque: 
W-357—Nicholson Universal S. S. Co., permit and certificate. 
March 27—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 3107 Sub. 3—White Owl Express, Inc., Pontiac, Mich., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 3261 Sub. 4—Kramer Bros. Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, certifi- 
cate to extend operations. 
MC 59185 Sub. 2—Cadillac Cartage Co., Detroit, certificate to extend 
operations, 


March 27—Indianapolis, Ind.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Colfer: 


MC 103268—Bud Marks Truck Service, Hanna, Ind., permit to extend 
operations, 


March 27—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examinér Mackley: 
28781—C. S. Stamps vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 


March 27—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 92628—Ajax Transfer Co., South St. Paul, Minn., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 96455—Long Prairie Dray, Long Prairie, Minn., permit. 
March 27—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 103062—A. Booth, Ainsworth, Neb., permit. 
MC 103078—W. Marsh, Villisca, Ia., certificate. 


March 27—Philadeiphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 3876 and Sub. 1—Puhl & Falconer, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
March 27—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 87786 Sub. 1—Lightning Local Express Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
March 27—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 11: 
MC 60306 Sub. 11—Pacific Inland Transport Co., Portland, Ore., cer- 
tificate to extend operations, 
March 27—San Antonio, Tex.—Hotel Plaza—Jt. Bd. 77: 
MC 96274—J. E. Woodson, Gatesville, Tex. 
MC 102543—G. Ragland, Junction, Tex. 


March 27—Spokane, Wash.—U. S. Court—Examiner Stiles: 
W-290—Lafferty Transportation Co., common carrier application. 
W-298—Grand Coulee Navigation Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 

tion. 


March 28—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 102609—Regal Trucking Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., certificate. 
March 28—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hall: 
W-608—Glen Navigation Corporation, common carrier application, 
certificate. 
March 28—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 2223, Sub. 1—B. Meese, Carthage, Mo., certificate to extend oper- 
ations. 
March 28—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 


MC 83934 Sub. 1 EX—City Dray Line, New Ulm, Minn., certificate of 
exemption. 


March 28—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Henderson: 
MC C-326—Miscellaneous commodities, Omaha, Neb., to Denver, Colo. 
1. & S. M-1927—Fresh meat, packing house products, fish and oysters, 

Omaha to Denver. 

March 28—Portland, Me.—Federal Court—Examiner Dunn: 

MC 96452—S. H. Giggey, South Paris, Me., certificate or permit. 

March 28—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 

MC 17593 Sub. 6—Pierce Auto Freight Lines, Inc., Medford, Ore., 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 30—Boise, !da.—Boise Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
l. & S. 5061—Fresh green vegetables from Idaho and Ore. 


March 30—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 5132 Sub. 1—Fort Lee Transportation, Rochelle Park, N. J., per- 
mit to extend operations. 
MC 20110 Sub. 3—Messinger Trucking & Warehouse Corp., 
York, N. Y., permit to extend operations. 


March 30—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Hall: 
W-108—Mallory Transport Lines, Inc. 
W-754—Marine Transport Lines, Inc., contract carrier application. 


March 30—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 66302—Elco Delivery Service, New York, N. Y., certificate or 
permit, 
MC 72074 Sub. 1—Glen Cove Motor Express Lines, Glen Cove, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 


March 30—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel--Examiner Werner: 

MC 84404 Sub. 11—Kelly Motor Lines, Sumter, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 

MC 89617 Sub. 6—Lewis Truck Lines, Conway, S. C., certificate to 
extend operations. 


March 30—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 15105 Sub. 2—J. M. English Truck Line, Houston, Tex., certificate 
to extend operations, 
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March 30—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 5486, Sub. 3—Edmonds Truck Line, McLouth, Kan., certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 30—Omaha, Neb.—Fontenelle Hotel—Examiner Mackley: 
1. & S. 5095—Petroleum products, Omaha to Milwaukee. 
March 30—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 192: 
MC 58955—W. D. Cross Transfer, Sidney, Ia., certificate or permit. 
March 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 120: 
MC 60580 Sub. 4—Horlacher Delivery Service, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., 
certificate to extend operations. 
March 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 60580 Sub. 3—Horlacher Delivery Service, Inc., Philadelphia. 
March 30—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 60580 Sub. 2—Horlacher Delivery Service, Inc., Philadelphia. 
March 30—Portland, Me.—Federal Court—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 3323 Sub. 1—C. W. Whittemore, Skowhegan, Me., certificate. 
MC 103252—C. S. Stuart, Mechanic Falls, Me., certificate. 
March 30—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 5 and 11: 
MC 69584—Cascade Fast Freight, Los Angeles, Calif. 
MC 69584 Sub. 1—Cascade Fast Freight, Los Angeles, Calif. 
March 30—Richmond, Va.—Hotel Richmond—Examiner Card: 
* MC F-1799—Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., purchase, Patrick Henry 
Transfer Co., Ine. 
March 30—Springfield, 
MC 25766 Sub. 
operations. 
MC 59309 Sub. 1—Harry L. Tanner, Toledo, O. 
March 30—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Clifford: 


* MC F-1744—Western Express Co., purchase, B. & S. Transportation 
Co., Inc. 
March 31—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
1. & S. M-1871—Split pick-up and delivery rule in central territory. 
March 31—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 73943—Horton Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte, N. C., certificate or 
permit. 


March 31—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 96463—Jcseph Fusco, Bronx, N. Y., certificate. 


March 31—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 10934—John A, Patterson Trucking Corp., New York, N. Y., per- 
mit. 
March 31—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 103003—Orr Land Carrier, Chester, S. C., certificate. 
March 31—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Ft. Shelby—Examiner Disque: 
28190—New automobiles in interstate commerce. 


March 31—Indianapolis, Ind.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 21: 
MC 23323, Sub. 1—C. Potter, Dana, Ind., certificate to extend opera- 
ations. 
MC 90911, Sub. 2—Gasper Transfer, Greencastle, Ind., certificate to 
extend operations, 
March 31—Jackson, Miss.—Robert E. Lee Hotel—Jt. Bd. 28 and 97: 
MC 42145 Sub. 19—Bond Motor Lines, Jackson, Miss., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 42145 Sub. 21—Bond Motor Lines, Jackson, Miss., certificate to 
extend operations. 
March 3i—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 65967, Sub. 4—Wilson Truck Co., Inc., South Nashville, Tenn., 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 63344, Sub. 3—Cyrus Petroleum Truck Line, Iola, Kan., permit to 
extend operations. 
March 31—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 66788 Sub. 3—Raymond Bros. Motor Transportation, 
Cloud, Minn., certificate to extend operations. 
March 31—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 182: 
MC 33531 Sub. 1—E. Hattig, Laurel, Neb., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
MC 63506 Sub. 1—A. J. Seeman, Westpoint, Neb., certificate to extend 
operations. 


March 31—Providence, R. I.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 78175 Sub. 1—Pelletier Trucking Co., Pawtucket, R. I., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 46365—P. W. Lincoln, Seekonk, Mass., certificate. 


March 31—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 128: 
MC 78786, Sub. 84—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, Calif., 
certificate to extend operations. 


111.—Centennial Bldg.—Examiner Colfer: 
1—E. L. Knicley, Hunt, Ill., certificate to extend 
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March 31—Springfield, Iil.—Centennial Bldg.—Examiner Colfer and Jt. 
Bd. 54: 
MC 53865—F. M. James & Son, Springfield, Ill. 
MC 69981 Sub. 2—J. Borlin. Carrollton, Tll., certificate to extend op- 
erations. 


March 31—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 5065—Foreign woods, Va. to N. C. 
Fourth section ap. 19296—Foreign woods from Va. to N. C. 


April 1—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 30311, Sub. 1—Freight, Inc., Akron, O., certificate to extend oper- 
ations. 


April 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 96427—Gustave Sobo, Newark, N. J., permit. 
MC 102981—Sylvester Barone, Jersey City, N. J., permit. 


April 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Hall: 
28710—Great Lakes Transit Corporation et al. vs. Arcade & Attica 
et al. 


TRAFFIC WORL) 


April 1—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 

MC 103139—C. Buchen, Brooklyn, N. Y., permit. 

MC 103175—M. & L. Trucking Co., Inc., Newark, N. J., certificat, 
April 1—-Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
* Finance 13569—Application of trustees of Erie for permission to abap 

don a ferry between Jersey City, N. J.. and West 23rd St., Ney 
York, N. Y. 
April 1—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Examiner Werne, 

MC 102752 EX—C. D. Blalock, Union, S. C., certificate of exception 


April 1—Indianapolis, Ind.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 9: 
MC 59625, Sub. 1—Delaware Trucking Co., Inc., Muncie, Ind., certig. 
cate to extend operations. 


April 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bds. 52 and 36: 
MC 38183, Sub. 5—Wheelock Bros., Inc., Kansas City, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 75320, Sub. 15—Campbell Sixty-Six Express, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 
April 1—Newark, N. J.—Bd. of Pub. Utility Comms.—Exam. Proudley 


MC 2284 Sub. 2—Boulevard Transit Lines, Inc., Bayonne, N 
tificate. 





Inc., Springfield 


MC 2284 Sub. 3—Boulevard Transit Lines, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., cer. 


tificate to extend operations. 


MC 2284 Sub. 4—Boulevard Transit Lines, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., cer. 


tificate to extend operations. 

MC 2284 Sub. 5—Boulevard Transit Lines, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 

MC 48952 Sub. 1—Central Avenue Bus Line, Jersey City, N. J., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 

MC 13492 Sub. 6—North Boulevard Bus, North Bergen, N. J., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 

MC 13492 Sub. 7—North Boulevard Bus, North Bergen, N. J., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 

MC 228 Sub. 1—Boulevard Transit Lines, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., cer. 
lificate to extend operations. 


April 1—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 103173—W. S. Satterlee, Omaha, Neb., certificate. 


April 1—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 206: 
MC 102616 Sub. 6—Coastal Tank Lines Inc., York, Pa., certificate t 
extend operations. 


April 1—Providence, R. |.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 35896 Sub. 1—D. M. Knight, Cranston, R. IL., certificate. 
MC 59829 Sub. 1—A. I. Anderson, Falmouth, Mass., certificate to ex 
tend operations. 
MC 59829—A. I. Anderson, Falmouth, Mass., common carrier applica- 
tion. 
* MC 59829 Sub. 2—A. I. 
extend operations. 


Anderson, Falmouth, Mass., certificate t 
April 1—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bds. 128 and 78: 
MC 45057—Dale McLeod, Reno, Nev., certificate to extend operations 


April 1—Sioux City, la.—Warrior Hotel—Examiner Mackley: 
W-431—Sioux City and New Orleans Barge Lines, Inc., common ca'- 
rier application certificate. 


April 1—Springfield, !11.—Centennial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 41638 Sub. 4—DeLuxe Motor Stages of Ill., Chicago, certificate t 
extend operations. 


April 2—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Handahan: 
MC 79382, Sub. 2—R. E. Hutton, Akron, O., permit to extend opera 
tions. 


April 2—Baltimore, Md.—Public Service Comm.—Jt. Bd. 199: 
MC 90623 Sub. 1—M. E. Biemiller, Baltimore, Md., permit to exten 
operations. 


April 2—Boise, |da.—Boise Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
1. & S. 5109—Unloading live stock at north Pacific Coast points. 
April 2—Boise, |da.—Boise Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
* i. & §S. 5109, 1st Sup.—Unloading live stock at north Pacific c0a‘ 
points. 
April 2—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: _ 
MC 12251—Mike Krasilovsky, Contractors, Inc., New York, N. ! 
license, 


April 2—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 103177—Vogt Bros. Trucking Co., Newark, N. J., permit. | 
MC 1151 Sub. 1—Port Jervis Trucking Co., Inc., Port Jervis, N. } 

certificate to extend operations. 

April 2—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hotel—Jt. Bd. 131: J 
MC 38925 Sub. 5—New South Express Lines, Inc., Columbia, S$. ‘ 


April 2—Danville, Va.—U. S. Court—Examiner Wilkins: 
28711—Danville Chamber of Commerce, Inc., et al. vs. B. & O. et! 


April 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 44609, Sub. 11—Mo. Pac. R. R. Co., St. Louis, Mo., certificate 
extend operations. 


April 2—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Jt. Bd. 38: 
MC 76929 Sub. 2—G. S. Fraps, Jr., Jonesboro, Ark., certificate to ® 
tend operations. 


April 2—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 103127—West Brothers, Menahga, Minn., certificate. 


April 2—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner Henderson: — 
1. & S. M-1926—Highway Trans. Co., minimum charges, Neb. and 13 
to Colo. 


April 2—Providence, R. !.—Narragansett Hotel—Examiner Dunn: — 
MC 103168—..lmeida’s Bus Service, New Bedford, Mass., certificatt 
MC 101872—Joyce’s Motor Line, New Bedford, Mass. 
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Built for Main Street... 
But they made good on the Burma Road 


A typical example of B. F. Goodrich leadership in truck tires 


HE Burma Road is an incredible 

highway. It’s a 700-mile corkscrew 
twisting perilously through jagged 
mountain ranges. It’s narrow, unpaved, 
scratched out of the mountains with 
their fingernails’, as an American 
engineer described it. Yet this road 
with its treacherous curves and steep 
gtades, often blocked by landslides 
and pockmarked by bombs, soon 
earned the name of ‘‘China’s lifeline’. 

Here a fleet of American-built trucks, 
many equipped with B. F. Goodrich 
truck tires, several years ago began to 
deliver the goods over a road called 
impassable. 

These tires are the same ‘‘First in 
Value’ tires that are the choice of 


truck owners on Main Street, U. S. A. 
In fact, they were built for the every- 
day job of hauling food and steel and 
motor freight. 

The fact that B. F. Goodrich Speed- 
liner Silvertowns made 
good on the Burma Road 
is an indication of the 
extra quality built into 
Silvertowns. 

If you are permitted to 
buy tires for your trucks, 
get these tires which last 
you longer, serve you bet- 
ter, and conserve rubber 
for defense. All Silvertown 
Tires are now fortified 
with Duramin, an amaz- 


ing B. F. Goodrich chemical discovery 
which adds thousands of miles to tire 
life. See the B. F. Goodrich man first, 
for B. F. Goodrich is First in Rubber. 
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April 2—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 66562, Sub. 379—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 
April 2—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 7357, Sub. 1—Seattle Terminals University Warehouse, 
Seattle, Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 67020, Sub. 1—Seattle Transfer Co., Seattle, Wash., certificate to 
extend operations. 


April 2—Springfield, 111.—Centennial Bldg.—Jt. Bds. 160 and 21: 
MC 67243—Union Funeral Assn., Gillespie, Ill., certificate or permit. 
MC 96474—A. Murray, Flat Rock, Ill., certificate. 


April 3—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 3379, Sub. 1—Koontz Motor Freight, Inc., Akron, O., certificate 
to extend operations. 


April 3—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Dunn: 
MC C-196—New England Motor Rate Bureau, Inc., vs. H. B. Church 
Truck Service Co. 


April 3—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 

MC 17054 Sub. 1—Kenworthy Brothers, Inc., Kearny, N. J. certificate. 

MC 102917—F. W. Van Wagner, Jr., Mineola, L. I., N. Y., certificate. 

MC 2191 Sub. 1—Albert Burdge & Son, Red Bank, N. J., certificate 
to extend operations. 

MC 96448—W. Luca, Hillsdale, N. J., certificate. 

MC 46074 Sub. 1—A. I. Scott Trucking Co., Montgomery, N. Y., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 3—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 96465—E. G. Trucking Service, Brooklyn, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 6183 Sub. 1—B. Levine, New York, N. Y., certificate. 


April 3—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 11220 Sub. 9—Gordons Transports, Inc., Memphis, Tenn. 
April 3—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 74 and 67: 
MC 49071 Sub. 1—J. Konopka, Philadelphia, Pa., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 103298—A. H. Andrews, Walnutport, Pa., certificate. 


April 3—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 75: 
MC 30005, Sub. 2—Nevada-California Transportation Co., Reno, Nev., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 3—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 78787 Sub. 23—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., San Francisco, Calif. 


April 3—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
MC 100277, Sub. 1—Tacoma-Port Angeles Auto Freight, Inc., Tacoma, 
Wash., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 103384—Dunsford’s Auto Freight, Vashon, Wash., certificate. 


April 3—Springfield, 111.—Centennial Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 66562 Subs. 387 and 388—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New 
York, N. Y., certificate to extend operations. 


April 3—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
1. & S. M-1791—Interchangeable scrip coupon tickets. 
28672—Kasle Iron and Metal Co. vs. W. & L. E. et al. 


April 4—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Dunn: 
* 1. & S. M-1983—Beverages, containers, to and from Boston and Brook- 
lyn. . 


April 4—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 102186—Desbab Truckers, Maspeth, N. Y., certificate. 


April 4—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Mackley: 
28766—Elliott and Co., vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
28766 Sub. 1—Minneapolis Traffic Association vs. C. & N. W. et al. 
28500—Minneapolis Hide and Tallow Co., vs. C. & N. W. et al. 


April 4—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Mackley: 
28766, Sub. 2—Oscar Mayer & Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al. 


April 4—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
MC 103267—E. J. Laing, Bristol Pa., certificate. 


April 4—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Commerce—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 102720—B. & P. Truck Lines, Loyalton, Calif., permit 


April 6—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 65200, Sub. 1—Reynolds Motor Express, Inc., Massillon, O., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 6—Akron, O.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner Hanrahan: 
* 1, & S. M-1978—Floor covering, East Walpole, Mass., to Chicago, IIl. 


April 6—Atlanta, Ga.—Hotel Atlanta Biltmore—Examiner Wilkins: 
1. & S. 5075 and ist Sup.—Rule 34, tires within the south. 


April 6—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Prout: 
1. & S. 51083—Shoes, Brockton, Mass., to Brooklyn, N. Y. 
April 6—Boston, Mass.—Lenox Hotel—Examiner Prout: 
28792—Interchange of freight at Boston piers. 


April 6—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 3890 Sub. 1—General Delivery Service Co., New York, N. Y., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 6—Brooklyn, N. Y.—Hotel St. George—Examiner Schubert: 
MC 14979 Sub. 2—Great Eastern Trucking Corp., Brooklyn, N. Y., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 6—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 36548—Binns Trucking Co., Passaic, N. J., certificate or permit. 
MC 88471 Sub. 1—Gradiny Delivery Service, Inc., New York, N. Y., 
permit to extend operations. 
April 6—Columbia, S. C.—Wade Hampton Hote]—Examiner Werner: 
MC 46016—Huckabee Transport Corporation, Columbia, S. C. 
MC 46016 Sub. 2—Huckabee Transport Corporation, Columbia, S. C., 
certificate to extend operations. 


Inc., 
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April 6—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 77: 
* MC 41432 Sub. 21—East Texas Motor Freight Lines, Dallas, Tex, 
certificate to extend operations, 
* MC 1968 Sub. 14—D. C. Hall Motor Transportation, Fort Worth, Tex, 
certificate to extend operations. 
April 6—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Colfer: 
MC 22497 Sub. 2—Allisbaugh Trucking Co., Wabash, Ind., permit 
to extend operations. 
MC 74588 Sub. 7—Marion Trucking Co., Inc., Marion, Ind., permit 
to extend operations. 
April 6—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 40302 Sub. 2—Federal Express, Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., certificate 
to extend operations. 
April 6—Kansas City, Mo.—Pickwick Hotel—Examiner Parker: 
MC C-334—Iron and steel, Minnequa, Colo., to Kans. and Mo. points. 
1. & S. M-1959—Boards, iron and steel, Colo. and Kans. to Ill. ang 
Mo. points. 
April 6—Lincoln, Neb.—State Comm.—Examiner Henderson: 
MC 61957—G. J. Fackler, Burwell, Neb., certificate or permit. 
MC 90714 Sub. 1—Archer Transfer Co., Ogallala, Neb., certificate, 
April 6—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 26: 
MC 58929 Sub. 4—G. & P. Transportation Co., Aberdeen, S. D., cer. 
tificate to extend operations. 
April 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 59957 Sub. 1—Motor Freight Express Inc., York, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 
April 6—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 936, Sub. 4—Valley Motor Lines, Inc., Fresno, Calif., certificate 
to extend operations. 
April 6—Seattle, Wash.—Olympic Hotel—Jt. Bd. 80: 
* MC 76012 Sub. 2—Whidby-Camano Auto Freight, Oak Harbor, Wash. 
certificate to extend operations. 
April 7—Atlanta, Ga.—Hotel Atlanta Biltmore—Examiner Wilkins: 
28758—Rittenbaum Brothers vs. Southern Ry. et al. 
April 7—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 103028—Motor Haulage Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N. Y., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
April 7—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Jt. Bd. 42: 
* MC 102661—F. Scotti, New York, N. Y., certificate. 
April 7—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 38551, Sub. 2—Ramus Trucking Line, Inc., Cleveland, O., certif- 
cate to extend operations. 
April 7—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 32 and 77: 
* MC 59468 Sub. 17 and 18—Red Ball Motor Freight Lines, 
Tex., certificate to extend operations. 


April 7—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 60: 
MC 67803 Sub. 3—McConnell Truck Line, Defiance, O., certificate to 
extend operations. 


April 7—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Colfer: 
MC 22495 Sub. 1—Brown Trucking Co., Wabash, Ind. 


April 7—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 155: 
MC 20697 Sub. 2—Willett Co., Chicago, Ill., permit to extend oper 
tions. 


Dallas 


April 7—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Parker and Jt 
Bd. 178, 43 and 36: 
MC C-109 and Subs. 1 and 2—Midwestern Motor Freight Tariff Bureau 
vs. Weinland Truck Line. 


April 7—Lincoin, Neb.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 19: 
MC 103334—A. Hansen, St. Edward, Neb., certificate. 


April 7—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 26: 
MC 49721 Sub. 1—R. F. Clark, Marietta, Minn., certificate to extend 
operations, 


April 7—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 28 and 165: » 

* MC 102253 Sub. 1—Ira R. Dunaway Transfer, Bogalusa, La., certil- 
cate. 

* MC 102560 Sub. 1—Depaula Truck Line, Hammond, La., certificate 0 
extend operations. 


April 7—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 34782 Sub. 1—A. S. German, Allentown, Pa., certificate to extené 
operations. 
MC 12256—Trenton-Phila. Coach Co., license. 


April 7—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 179: 
* MC 1510 Sub. 24—Greyhound Lines, Fort Worth, Tex., certificate 1 
extend operations. 


April 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Job: 
Fourth Section Appl. 19558—Cement, lime and mortar from central 
to southern territory. 
April 8—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Lenox—Examiner Wilkinson: 
* Finance 12131—Boston & Providence reorganization. 
April 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 
MC 8388—Bayonne Motor Haulage, Inc., Bayonne, N. J., certifical’ 
or permit. 
MC 71530 Sub. 2—W. E. Applegate, Cranbury, N. J., certificate 
extend operations. 
April 8—Brooklyn, N. Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Schubert: | 
* MC 66562 Sub. 397—Railway Express Agency, Inc., New York, N. ‘ 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 8—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Hanrahan: 
MC 2304, Sub. 6—Kaplan Trucking Co., Cleveland, O., certificate 
extend operations. 
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april 8—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Jt. Bd. 16: 

+ MC 1210 Sub. 14—Ozark Motor Lines, Dallas, Tex., certificate to ex- 
tend operations, 

+ mC 103289—Roane Transfer and Storage Co., Gainesville, Tex., cer- 
tificate. 


april 8—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Colfer: 
MC 8314 Sub. 3—G. Nephew, Kokomo, Ind., certificate to extend 
operations, 


april 8—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 208: 
mc 22199 Sub. 2—Bates Motor Transport Lines, Inc., Chicago, IIl., 
certificate to extend operations. 


april 8—-Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Parker: 
|, & S. M-1918—Animal and poultry feed, Mo. to Neb. 
April 8—LincoIn, Neb.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 139: 
MC 2392 Sub. 2—P. Wheeler, Genoa, Neb., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 
April 8—Lincoin, Neb.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 138: 
MC 103317, Sub. 1—Swanson Petroleum Co., Inc., Omaha, Neb., cer- 
tificate. 


April 8—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel—Examiner Higgins: 

+ MC F-1793—Southeastern Motor Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, F, R. 
Blake. 

April 8—St. Louis, Mo.—York Hotel—Jt. Bd. 135: 

*MC 1222 Sub. 2—Reinhardt Transfer Co., Inc., Portsmouth, O., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 8—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bds. 145 and 26 and 
Examiner Peterson: 

MC 49490 Subs. 2, 3 and 4—Windom Dray & Storage, Windom, Minn., 
certificate to extend operations. 

April 8—Nashville, Tenn.—Andrew Jackson Hotel—Exam. Bradford: 

MC 78632 Sub. 27—Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., Nashville, Tenn., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 8—New Orleans, La.—Jung Hotel—Jt. Bd. 164: 

*MC 42145 Sub. 18—Bond Motor Lines, Jackson, Miss., certificate to 
extend operations. 

* MC 89786—T. P. Kyle Transfer, New Orleans, La., certificate. 


April 8—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 65: 
MC 103346—O. Sokolow, Philadelphia, Pa., certificate. 


April 8—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Examiner Seaman: 
mC 59070, Sub. 2—Security Transportation, Inc.. Gloucester City, 
N, J., permit to extend operations. 


April 8—Philadelphia, Pa.—Hotel Adelphia—Jt. Bd. 67: 

MC 4963 Sub. 3—Jones Motor Co., Inc., Spring City, Pa., certificate 
to extend operations. 

April 8—San Francisco, Calif.—Empire Hotel—Jt. Bd. 78: 

MC 936, Sub. 5—Valley Motor Lines, Inc., Fresno, Calif., certificate 
to extend operations. 


April 8—Toledo, O.—Hotel Secor—Examiner Mackley: 

|, & S. 5108—Routing grain, N. Y. C. to P. R. R. points. 
April 8—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

|. & S. 4779—Live stock to and from the south. 

28179—Farris & Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. et al. 

28289 and Sub. 1—Eastern Meat Packers Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
28312—Louisville Live Stock Exchange vs. A. G. S. et al. 
28365—Bourbon Stock Yard Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. G. S. et al. 
28372—Louisville Live Stock Exchange vs. A. G. S. et al. 
28425—Louisville Board of Trade vs. A. G. S. et al. 

28450—Alabama Public Service Comm, et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 
28518—Armour and Co. et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 

|, & S. 4780—Live stock from and to the south. 

|, & S. 4781—Live stock south to east. 

|, & S. 4782—Live stock east from south. 

Fourth section ap. 18114—Live stock from and to points in the south. 
April Brooklyn, N. Y¥Y.—St. George Hotel—Examiner Badian: 

MC 103163 Sub. 1—Lite Carrier Corp., Brooklyn, N. Y., permit. 

MC 103278—City Service Express, New Rochelle, N. Y., certificate. 


April 9—Charlotte, N. C.—Charlotte Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 7614 and Sub. 1—Davis Motor Lines, Inc., Charlotte, N. C. 


April 9—Chicago, 111.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Sharp: 
Ex Parte 137—Contracts for protective services: 


April 9—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 3419, Sub. 1—Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati, Highway, Inc., 
Cleveland, O., certificate to extend operations. 


April 9—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Hanrahan: 


.- 3419—Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc., Cleve- 
and, O, 


April 9—Cleveland, O.—Hotel Cleveland—Examiner Hanrahan: 


fhe 3419—Cleveland, Columbus and Cincinnati Highway, Inc., Cleve- 
and, O. 


April 9—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Stiles: 
* 28770—Intrastate rates on grain and grain products in Tex. 
* 28787—Texas Industrial Traffic League vs. A. & S. et al. 


April 9—Fort Wayne, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Colfer: 

MC 100735 Sub. 1—W. J. Frank, Columbia City, Ind. 

April %—Indianapolis, Ind.—Public Service Comm.—Examiner Clifford: 
MC F-1786—C & D Motor Delivery Co., purchase, H. C. Elliott. 

April %—Jackson, Tenn.—City Hall—Examiner Higgins: 

MC F.1657—Gulf Transport Co., control and merger, Mobile and Ohio 
Transportation Co. et al.; purchase, G. M. & O. R. R. Co. 

‘rll 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel Pickwick—Examiner Parker: 


MC C.269—Mid-Western Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. S. and C. 
Transport Co., Inc., et al. 


SUBSCRIBE FOR 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


Here’s how you will profit: 
1. A Check on Your Tariff File 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN prints an abstract of 
every new tariff, supplement and classification filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the Maritime Commission 
(steamship lines) in the current week, enabling you 
to - copies of those that will change your rates, 
well in advance of the effective dates. 


2. Advance Notice of Rate Proposals 


Due to the wide circulation of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN among shippers, the territorial rate 
committees of the railroads and intercoastal steam- 
ship lines use its columns to ee publie notice of 
all pro received from shippers and carriers 
to establish and to change commodity rates. This 
information is available from no other source in a 
form so complete and convenient for checking. Dis- 
position notices of a number of the committees are 
printed to advise the subscriber of the decision 
reached on each peer. Thus you are informed 
far in advance of many changes which might not 
otherwise be called to your attention until 
new rates were published. 


ter the 


3. Rate Changes on Short Notice 


Present competitive conditions have greatly in- 
creased the number of rate changes made by the 
carriers on less than 30 days’ notice. Before makin 
them effective the railroads, motor carriers, an 
steamship lines must file short notice applications. 
These are printed in THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN as 
they are filed in Washington, along with the railroad, 
steamship and truck “Permissions” (short notice 
changes which are allowed by the two ee? 
bodies). Information of this kind, received in ad- 
vance of a change in one single instance, may save 
you more than the cost of a full year’s subscription. 


4. Advance Information of Classification 


Changes 


Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN re- 
ceive free of cha the quarterly dockets of the 
Consolidated Classification Committee, listing the 
changes currently proposed. 


5. Other Essential Rate Information 


Suspended tariffs, embargo notices, fourth section 
— and orders, tariffs returned and express 
ariffs. 


The use of THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN for only a 
few months will return your investment with in- 
terest in actual time and money saved. Let the 
weekly issues add to the efficiency and increase the 
effectiveness of the work in your department. Send 
$6.25 for a trial three months’ subscription today. 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Ill. 
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Personal Notes 


W. T. Vandenburgh, retired commercial agent, Seaboard 
Air Line Railroad, died at his home in Louisville, Ky., March 
18. He had been for many years treasurer of the Associated 
Traffic Clubs of America. 

Edward C. Taylor, district freight agent for the Novick 
Transfer Company, Philadelphia, died March 15. 

Wayne A. Johnston has been appointed assistant general 
manager for the Illinois Central at Chicago. S. F. Lynch has 
been appointed superintendent of transportation, Chicago, suc- 
ceeding R. O. Fischer, who has been granted leave of absence 
to enter military service. J. R. Anderson has been appointed 
office manager, and H. S. Taylor, chief clerk, operating depart- 
ment, Chicago. 

George G. Walker, general agent for the Erie Railroad 
at Pittsburgh, retired March 15 on the fiftieth anniversary of 
his entering service with the company. Merle S. Sweeney has 
been appointed to fill his place. 

H. D. Pettus has been appointed resident assistant to the 
president, Tennessee Central Railway, at Clarksville, Tenn. 

William C. Juhnke, former assistant superintendent of 
dining and sleeping cars for the Milwaukee Road, died March 
16 at Miami, Fla. A. O. Thor has been appointed assistant 
superintendent, coast division, at Spokane, Wash. 

C. E. Carlton has retired on account of ill health, as assist- 
ant freight traffic manager for the Missouri Pacific at New 
York. His duties will be taken over by George Brunner, gen- 
eral eastern freight agent, New York. 

John G. Lawrence has been appointed soliciting freight 
agent at Tampa, Fla., for the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad. 

William H. Day, transportation manager, Boston Chamber 
of Commerce, and chairman of the New England Shippers’ 
Advisory Board, spoke on the need for cooperation among 
carriers and shippers in solving transport problems, at a meet- 
ing of the General Agents’ Council of Boston March 16. 

George M. Curtis, an examiner on the staff of the Com- 
mission for many years, has been admitted to practice before 
that body. He retired from active service on March 1. 

Robert L. Schultz has been appointed manager of trans: 
portation for the Midland Ordnance Foundation, Inc., at 
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Decatur, Ill. The company is a subsidiary of Johnson and Johp. 
son, Inc., for which Mr. Schultz is traffic manager. 


Joseph F. Adams, formerly traffic manager for the Unite 
States Trucking Corporation, New York, has been appointeq i 


ensign in the United States Coast Guard. : 

'T. J. Nestor has been appointed traveling freight agen; 
at New York for the Atlanta, Birmingham and Coast Railroad 

I. J. Fowler, Jr., and F. E. Wilson have been appointed 
commercial agents at Fort Myers and Palmetto, Fla., respee. 
tively, for the Seaboard Air Line Railway. 

J. M. Harty has been appointed manager at St. Louis for 
Best Motor Lines. 





SHIPPER ADVERTISING ON TRUCKS 

W. Y. Blanning, director of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, in a letter replying to a question by Ha 
Siater, commerce counsel for the Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau, Chicago, Ill., in connection with the legality of shipper 
advertising carried on vehicles of motor carriers, said, in his 
opinion, that advertising service on equipment was a service of 
value to a given shipper which obviously could not be rendered 
to all shippers alike. He said it had been uniformly held by 
his bureau that “such advertising by common carriers grants 
undue or unreasonable preferences or advantages in favor of 
those shippers receiving such advertising and creates unreason- 
able prejudices against other shippers not receiving the adver. 
tising, in violation of section 216 (d) of part II of the interstate 
commerce act.” His opinion, he said, was limited to moto 
common carriers, since contract carriers were under no obliga. 
tion to treat all shippers alike, did not represent action by 
the Commission. 


THE FASCINATING RAILROADS 


Bobbs-Merrill Company, Indianapolis, Ind., has just pub 
lished “This Fascinating Railroad Business,” a comprehensive 
story of rail transportation, by Robert S. Henry, assistant to 
the president in charge of public relations, Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads. Interestingly written and well illustrated, the 
book deals with the railroads from all angles—historical, eco- 
nomic, engineering and operating, traffic, and financial. It 
treats of the development of roadbeds and rails, the evolution 
of cars and motive power, and the manner in which railroad 
companies are organized and get business. There are also 
chapters dealing with the personnel of the railroads—the pioneer 
builders, the organizers and the present-day workers with their 
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OUR NATION 
OUR FIRST RESPONSIBILITY 


E must win the war! Every facility of Rock Island 

Lines is pledged to victory and the needs of our Na- 
tion must, of course, come first. Because of our gigantic 
armament program, all military and business travel 
have been greatly increased. 


Our aim is to furnish at all times dependable, comfort- 
able, economical transportation to our patrons. We feel 
sure we shall be able to continue to do this. However, 
we ask you to remember that Our Nation is Our First 
Responsibility. 


Our fleet of 15 Diesel-powered streamlined ROCKETS, 
supplemented by many other fine trains of excellent 
character, provide fast, convenient service for business 
or pleasure travel. 


FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload shipments to and 
from the West, Northwest and Southwest. Free 
Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 








42 STEEL, 80—PASSENGER CARS 
Immediate Deliver 
Located New York City 
4-Wheel Trucks, Enclosed Vestibules, End Diaphragms 


IRON & STEEL PRODUCTS, INC. 


37 years’ experience. 
13450 S. Brainard Ave., Chicago, Illinois 
""ANYTHING containing IRON or STEEL" 








33rd St. and Huber oe General Office 
S.Wabash Ave. Sth & Kentucky Sts. 
Chicago MOTOR EXPRESS Louisvilis, Ky. 


INCORPORATED 
Daily Refrigerator Service Between 
CHICAGO ATLANTA,GA. INDIANAPOLIS, IND. MIDDLESBORO, KY. 
LEXINGTON, KY. LOUISVILLE, KY. KNOXVILLE, TENN. 


Connecting Mines serving all pelnts ia Kentucky, Tennessee, Nerth Carelina, Seuth Carelina and Georgia 
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labor organizations, their steadily rising wages, and their ow) 
mileage operated, number and total compensation of employes 
peculiar railroad language. An appendix gives figures as ty 
and revenues for each Class I railroad in the United States 
Canada and Mexico. 





EXTRA MOTOR CARRIER FREIGHT BILLS 


The standing rate committee of the Central States Moto; 
Freight Bureau has turned down a proposal, placed on its 
docket at the request of motor carriers, that all bureau tariffs 
be amended to provide for a penalty charge of 5 cents for each 
copy of freight bills other than the originals furnished to ship. 
pers by the motor carriers. The committee’s disposition notice 
says that the subject has been thoroughly discussed at its public 
hearings and that, although cases were cited where demands 
for as many as 15 copies of freight bills from particular ship. 
pers had placed a burden on the motor carriers, the practice 
had not reached a point where it called for general action. For 
the present, it recommends that carriers endeavor to eliminate 
the practice by direct negotiation with individuals. If it js 
later found that the practice is on the increase, it says, “g 
eal suitable proposal to penalize such requests should be 

e we 


TIRE RATIONING 


Total quotas of new tires released for passenger automo- 
biles under Office of Price Administration rationing in the first 
three months of this year showed a reduction of almost 95 per 
cent from the total replacement shipments reported by the 
Rubber Manufacturers’ Association in the corresponding period 
of 1941, John E. Hamm, acting O. P. A. administrator, said 
March 17. 

“Reflecting the relatively greater importance of truck and 
bus transportation in the nation’s economy, releases of new 
truck tire quotas in the first 1942 quarter were only a little 
more than 27 per cent below the total of replacement shipments 
in the like period of the preceding year,” said O. P. A. 

“Releases of new passenger car tires under quotas in the 
first three months of the current year totaled 333,040, com- 
pared with 6,352,927 in the year ago period, while for truck 
tires the figures are 728,425 and 1,003,270, respectively. 

“In addition to the new truck tires released under quota in 
the first quarter of 1942, quotas for 350,249 truck retreads 
were issued. No comparison is available, as there is no accurate 
data on the amount of retreading done in the initial three 
months of 1941. 

“No quota allotments were made for passenger car tire 
retreads in the first 1942 quarter.” 











CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing MC 59765 Sub. 4, March 18, Chicago, postponed indefinitely 

Hearing MC 46005 Sub. 1, March 18, Brooklyn, N. Y., postponed to 
May 7, Hotel St. George, Brooklyn, N. Y., Jt. Bd. 42. ont 3 

Hearing |. & S. 5110, March 19, Washington, D. C., postponed to 
date to be fixed. 

Hearing MC 1168 Sub. 3, March 20, Richmond, Va., canceled. = 

Hearing Electric railway docket 15, March 20, Rochester, N. Y Hie 
canceled and reassigned April 13, Seneca Hotel, Rochester, N. Y., 
Examiner Berry. 

Hearing MC 38183 Sub. 15, March 20, Denver, Colo., postponed to 
March 27, Shirley-Savoy Hotel, Denver, Colo., Jt. Bd. 126. 

Hearing 1. & S. M-1281, March 19, Washington, D. C., canceled. 

Hearing 28763, March 21, Evansville, Ind., postponed to date to be 
fixed. 

Hearing MC 76692 Sub. 1, March 18, St. Louis, canceled. 

Hearing MC 47474 and Sub. 3, March 20, Pittsburgh, postponed 
indefinitely. 
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